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By ELEANOR ROBERTS

. President Ngo Dinh
was sent without full consulta-
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One of the most crucial tele-

" grams of the Vietnam warf—
-a cable authorizing

the over-
throw of South Vietnamese
Diem —

tion between President Ken-
nedy and his advisors and
withoui the knowledge of the
Secretary of Defense or the
Joint Chiefs of Staff.

- President Kennedy, further-
more, vwas ‘“very upset’” when
he discovered that two of his
cabinet members — Secretary
of Defense Robert A. Mc-
Namara and CJA director-Johas
McCone -— doubted the wisdom
of the cable.

“It would be putting it too-

strongly to say that he thought
something had becn put over
on him,” says Kennedy his-
torian. Arthur  Schiesinger,
“but he thought something had
gone out as a governmental
judgment which had not been
fully and adequately dis-
cussed.” -

*(Many observers agree that
Diem’s assassination set off
8 swift breakdown of politi-
cal stabillty in South Vietnam,
which in turn led to a deepen-
ing U.S. commiiment to pre-
vent a collapse of the govern-
ment. and a takeover by the
Communists.)

THIS VIEW will be among
many disturbing insights to he

disclosed later this month in .

a special, two-part NBC News
White Paper called “Vietnam
Hindsight.”
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Hindsz’ght' in ci@ vision Specml

......

Dec. 21, at 8:30 p.n. (EST).
The sccond part, “The Death
of Diem,” will be aired the fol-
lowing night, Wednesday, Dec,
22, at 10 p.m. (EST), on Ch. 4.

The programs will featurs
key Kennedy administration
figures and South Vietnamese
generals who will give their
versions of events and deci-
sions during the fateful 34-
month period of 1961-63 when
U. S. involvement began to
gather momentum.

Among the views to be pre-
sented are the following: -

® President Diem did not
want American troops in Viet-
nam because he thought the
South Vietiramese should win
their own bhatties and because
he did not want tc be called
a punpet of the United States.

® President Kennedy want-
ed Diem out of power, hut the
naws of Diem's assassination
shook him.

@ The. Kennedy Administra-
tion sent the first major influx
of U. & combat troops into
Vietnam — some 6,000 troops
— on the pretext of helping
with fland damaze in the Me-
Long River delta area, even
though U, S. officials knew
then the troops might be
forced tc join the fight if the
situation worsened.

@ President Kennedy stood
firm in Vietnam because he
feared that a U. S. puliout
would lead to strong isolation-
ist sentiment at home and ‘to
a general U, S. pullback
around the world that, in turn,
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The first part, “How A%B pansion by Red China and the

gan,” wifl be shown Tuesdav.

Soviet Union.
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" Concerning the ill-fated tele-
gram, the program reveals
that Ambassador Lodge
learned that a group of Vietna-
mese generals were plotting to
topple Diem, and he cabled
the information to Washington,

THE MESSAGE arrivedon a -

Saturday. President Kennedy
was in Hyannisport, Secretary
McNamara was on vacation,
Secretary of State Dean Rusk
was in New York, and CIA Di-
rector John McCone was o
his honeymoon.

The reply to Lodge’s mes-
sage was drafted in the home
of -George Ball, acting Secre-
tary of State, who considered
the Diem regime ‘“distaste-
ful.”

According to General Max-
well Taylor, then chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, who
favored supporting Diem until
4 vbvetter alternative was in
sight, the reply “authorized, in
fact directed Lodge to inform
senlne’ Vietnamese  officials
and zeninr generals of the dis-
enchanrment of our govern-
mient with Diem and with his
brather, and indicated that we
would we happy to have a re
placement.”

Curiously, the tclegram was
sent to Saizon without  the
knowledge of Secretary McNa-
mara or the Joint Chiefs.

Ball says he called President
Kennedy and Secretary Rusk
and read them the cable’s con-
tents. “We decided to go ahead
with the cable,” Ball says.

BALL EXPLAINS that Pres-

coup because he felt Diem

‘W@
B ETA

“was demeaning the United
States by permitting actions to
be taken in the name of his
government that were so dis-
tasteful.” '

Ball also called Deputy Sec-
retary of Defense Roswell Gil-
patrick at his Maryland heme,
“Even though I was some-
what unhappy about the thrust
of the cable,” Gilpatrick says,
“I did clear it for the Defense
Department.”

The following T\Tonday there
were sccond thoughts in Wash-
ington.

Roger Hilsman,
of the State Department’s Bu-
reau of Intelligence, says:
“McNamara and McCeone re-
turned, and because they had
not personally approved of it
(the cable)} were in a position
where they could raise objec-

tions . .
they did.

then head

x ¢

“So, there was a me{}{&};'
that Monday, it was eagaip,

thoroughly disrussed and K 218

nedy ended up by saying the:
cable had just arrived in Saj-
gon on Sunday, no action: had
bzen taken, it is not too late fo
remit, to call it back:

“HE WENT around the table
and asked each of them, ‘Do'
you want to Mthdraw the
cable?’ And nobody said-ha
did, so the cable stood.” . | ,

The United States, says Aty
bassador Lodge, was thud
launched on a course from
which *there was no respect-
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. raise doubts, which
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smathers

() 1971 Newsday

WASHINGTON—The White -

House informed a nuniver of
senators and staff workers
Tuesday that former U.S. Sen.
George A. Smathers, D-Fla.,
was volunlarily withdrawing
his name from nomination for
a seat on the 15-member Gen-
. eral Advisory Committee of
the U.S.-Arms control and dis-

" arviament agency.
The action follows a scries
of articles in Newsday that de-

tailed how Smathers, while still
in the Senate, attempted to
preserve a large defense con-
tract for a firm which later
named him to its board of
directirs and allowed him to
nurchase  stock  then  worth
& ,000 for only $29.000.
"Sources said - Tuesday night
‘that the action will not be-
cume official until the White
Jovse sends a letter to the
Seaate formally  withdrawing
it ‘nomination of Smathers,

who at one {ime was the third
. ranking Democrat in the Sen-
ate,

" Smathers could not be
reached for comment, and the
White House refused to re-
spond to questions ahout the

withdrawal of the nomination.

A number of sources, bowev- |

er, verified that the White
House had made calls Tuesday

W on’t

Newqday series. The commit-
tee was originally expected to
consider the nominations Tues-
- day, but postponed any aclion
. because -of other work and

now is not expected to consi-

der them until next week at
the earliest.

Nominated along
Smathers were Gen. Earle J.

Wheeler, former chairman of
the Joint Chiefs of Staff; John
A. McCone, former director of

‘the Central Intelligence AGen:

cy; -and ToBert=Eitsworth, for-
mer ambassador to NATO

According to the White'
House announcement of . the'
nomination, the job of the
members of the advisory com-
mittee is to advise ‘the Pres-.

ident, secretary of state and
the disarmament director re-

‘specting matters affecting’

arms control, disarmament

~and world peace.”

morning to inform some mem-

bers of the Foreign Relations
- Commiiltee that Smathers

would. witindraw his name, All
of the securces said that no

reason was given for the ac-

tion, and that no olther name
was mentioned as a substitute,

Nominations to the advisory
committee are usually given
“.pro forma approval by the
Foreign Relations Committee,
but one member said that it
was likely that hearings would
have been held on the Smath-
. ers nomination because of the
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o - B e one ¢il depot.
T : T ' - During the afternoen addition®
/Lh_@ ﬂi"ﬁj]@,'r;ﬂ; {—'f’;; (‘b “{elligence reports ﬂoxvecl in., We inter
'Uﬂ A “/‘UJ’) _ eepted a message from one of the at
: i . - tacking North Vietnaraess boa's inl
e . LN which it boasted of having fived at two
L2 L’@ | l [,@ Jj é{/@j/@ [ / L}/ ﬁ/ “enemy airplanes” and elzimed to have

1y Py

This is the fourth of 15 excerpts
from foriner President Johnson’s
book, “The Vanlage Point,” an ac-
count of his presidency, to be pud-

- lished shorily.

«CHALLENGE AND RESPONSE

o VIEINAM 1964-15657

In August 1964 an unexpected erisis
developed, one that threatened for a
time to change the nature of the war
jn Vietnan. During the early hours of
Sunday morning, August 2, a high-
priority message came in reporting
that North Vietnamese torpedo bouals

“had aitacked the destroyer USS Mad-

dox in the Gulf of Tonkin,
" he Maddox was on what we called
the De Soto palrol. Onc purpose was
to spot evidence of Hanoi’s continuing
infiliration of men and war supplics
into South Vielnam by sea. Another
was Lo gather electronie inleliigence.
Another form of naval activity, nat
connected  with our patrel, was going

on in the arca. During 1864 the South
Vietnamese navy made small-scale

strikes against installations aleng ihe
North Vietnamese coast. The purpose

.was to interfere with Ianoi’s continu-
‘ing program of scnding men and sup-

O

plies into the South by sca. Senators
and Representatives  designated 1o
oversce our inteclligence operations
were fully briefed on these South Viet-
namese activities, and on our support-
ing role, in January 1964, again in dMay,
twice in June, and again in early Au-
gust. Secrelary NMcNamara described
the operalions, codenamed 34-A, in a
‘closed session with members of the
Senate Foreign Relations Committee
on August 3, 1964.

- One 3f1-A attack occurred on July 30.
At the time, the destroyer Maddox had
not started its patrol and was 120 miles

‘away. A second South Vietnamese at-

tack took place the night of August 3
when the Ds Soto patrol was at least
70 1iles away. It waz later elleged that
our {eslroyerg were gupporting the
South Vietnamese ndval actlon. The
fact 1s our De Soto cornanderd aid
‘:not even know where or when the 3&-A
attacks would oceur. -

Two days later the North Vietnam-
ese struck agaln at our dastroyers, {this
time at night (midmoerning Twashington
time) on August 4. A fov minutes after
nlne o'clock I had a call from M-

Namera, ¥ie Informed me that our 1n-
telligence people had ppravedde

damaged one, The North Vicinamese
skipper reported that his unit had
eyaerificed fwo comrades.” Our experts
said this meant either 4wo enemy boats
or two men in the attack group. An-
other message to North Vietnamese PT
boat headguarters boasted: "Tnemy
vessel perhaps wounded.” Clearly the
North Vietnamese knew they were at-
tacking us.. ‘ o
Action reports continued to arrive
from our destroyers, and from the Pa-
cific Command., A few were ambigu-
ous. One from the destroycr Maddox
questioned whether the many reports
of cnemy torpede firings were all
valid, » .
1 instructed LicNamara to Investi-
gate these reports and obtaln clarifica-
iion. He immediately got in touch with
Admiral U. 8. G. Sharp Jr,, the Com-
mander in Chief, Pacific, and the Ad-
miral in turn made contact with the
7T e De Soto patrel, MeNamara and his ci-
i dield SR vilian and military specialist went over
‘ : 7 1 all the evidence in specific detail. We
1 wanted to be ahsolulely certain tha
our thips had -actually been zllacked
pefore we retaliated. s
Admiral Sharp called MceNamara to
report that after checking all the re-
ports and cvidence, he had no doubt
whatsoever that an attack had laken
place. McNamara ancd his assoclates
reached iihe same firm conclusion. De-

*
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m.gssnge that “strongly indleated the
North Victnamese were preparing an-.
olher attack on our ghips In the Ton-
kin Guif. Sgon we recelved messages
from the desiroyer Liaddox that its A i Tudament

. b 4 e " . wirmed this ent.
radar and that of the US;:; ¢, Turner © IIsummon!cddslg\anl;tional Security
Joy had spoited vessels they belleve@  couneil for anotber meeting at 6:15
to Dbe hostlle. Tha enemy ships ap- pan. to discuss in detail the Incident
peared to he preparing an ambush.: and our plans for a sharp but lmited

The Maddox snd C. Turner Joy bad 1‘("'5{1;0!%}5@- About S?VC:’II ?’c](;(:k hI‘ pm.ct

em 4 vt ook wi he congressional leadership In
changed course fo avold co'nio.ct, but the White House for the same purpose.
they then sent weord that the cnemy

I told them that I believed a congres-
vessels were closing in st high speed.

sional resolulion of support for our ¢n-
Within sn hour the destroyers advised tire positifmdin Scﬁth%mt .i\isia was
B o T 1 C4qn.. necessary and would sirengihen our
that they wero being aitacked Dy tor hand. I said that we might be foreed to
pedoes and Wers firing on the enemy¥ piither action, and that I did not
PT boats. As messages flowed Infrom  «“want to go in unless Congress goes in
pacific Command Headqguarters, Me-  with me.” N : .
Namara passed along the key factsto 1 Was determined, from the time I
N \ i became Presidant, to seck ihe fullest
me. . .  Stpport of Congress for any major ac-
We bad scheduled a noon meeting of  fion that'T took, whether in foreign af-
the Nailonsl Security Council to dis-i/fairs or in {he domestic field. ’
cuss the situation in Cyprus, and sev- : ]Cloné:crniglg. Vi;tnalin, I1 ‘r[ep\?atedly
" - A 3 . -] " old Secretaries Rusk and hMeNamara
eral key advisers had assembled for ot T mever wanted o recelve any rec-
‘that session. ommendation for action we might have
| - T closed the NSC meeting and asked fo take unless it was accompanied by a
Rusk, McNamara, Vanee, McCone, and / proposal for assuring the backing of
Bundy to join me for Junch, The unani- Congress. N
mous view of those advisers was that Because. of this, it beeame routine

. for all contingency plans to include
we could not ignore this second provoe- cyogestions for informing Conzress

cation and that the atfack required re-” and wisning its support. As we consid-
liztlon. I agreed. We decided on air ered the possibility of having to ex-

r Rellede Al vt GiaeDPn-oad fRYASRA0 PIBGHETR 01 on

or s

o el - 1. .
boats and their bases plus a strlie on y0.amc part of the normal contingeney. |
. ' ’ corrtinued

STAT

tailed studies made after the incident .
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- By Chah‘nei.é M. Rpﬁer@s

- Additions and omissions
mark former  President
Johnson's  account of the
'1064-65  escalation of the
Vietnam war, it is evident
“fromi the excerpts from his
book published today.

Probably the single most
disputed issue in M John-
con’s conduct of the war was
“the alleged Aug. 4, 1064, at-
iack Jn the Wonkin GuM by

North Vietnamese boats on
iwo Amervican destroyers,
the Maddox and Turner Joy.
“nir. Johnson declared then,
and reaffivms in his book,
“that the evidence of the at-
~tack was conclusive, As are-
gult he sought and got the
monkin  Gulf Resolutlon
from Congress. . .

RBut his critics contend the
attack either never took
place or even If something
did oecur My, Johnson blew
it up out of all proporfion
because he already was de-
termined to  strike North
Vielnam from the air. At
‘Jeast three books have now
been written about the af-
fair and the {hrust of each
Las been on the eritical side.

.American intercepts of
North Vietnzimese messages
were heavily relied upon at
the time to prove that the

LY Adds Seime

attack took place. Their
texts, however, have never

been made public though .

Defense Sccerelary Robert 5.
MeNamara In 1665 did sum-
marize them for the Senate
Forelzn Relations Commit-
tee and show the texts to
the senators in private. Now
the former President guotes

from two of lhe messages

and coneludes that “clearly
the North Vietnamese knew
they were attacking us.”

The quoles will not satisfy
{he doubters. Why did not
Mr. Johnson reveal the com-
plete texts, they will aslk?
And why not, indeed. Cryp-
tographic protection is ihe
usual answer but it is not
convincing, given the nature
of current procedures at the
time. My, Johmnson {lhus
would secem only to have re-
opencd the argument.

In this installment of his
memoirs the former Presi-
dent discusses four of the
first five major Vietnam de-
eisions. The Tonkin retalia-
ton was one of them; the
Johns Mopkins speech an-
other; the policy of reprisal
by air anoliier. The fifth
“and by far the hacdest”
was sending ground troops
to Victnam to join the bat-
tlc.

As the former President

: CIA-RDP91-00901Rp00600110002-1
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describes all these decisions,
each was reached with great
soul scarching, Yct, rvead as
2 whole i hindsight, there
was an inevitable prozres-
sion from one to the other,
especialiy from  Rolling
Thunder, the air campaign
agalnst the North,- to “the
shipment of massive num-
Bers of trocps to thie South,
As he so often did while
in office, Mr. Johnson saw
his actions as steps logically
following the policies of his
two predecessors, Presldents
Fisenhower &and Xennedy.
Omitted from today’s cx-
cerpts are deseriptions of

© Gen. Eisenhower's personal

encouragement to Mr. John-
son.)

The air war simply was
not enough; only ground

forces could save South
Vietnam. In March, 1885,
Gen., William Westmore-

land's request for the first
iwo Marine battalions was
granted. Then on April 1
came the big decision to beef
up the manpower though
the Army forces still were
described as “logistic and
support.” 1t would be only &
matter of time, however,
until combat forces would
have {o go as such.

Mr. Johnson's account of
the April 1 decision lists

three steps as “among the

i
].
i

“which

“these
_changes should be under-

speeific military aclions I
approved.” But the Yenta-
gon papers made public
something the former Presi-

dent totally skips: his in-

structions to avoid telling
{he American public about
the major steps he was tak-
jng. This was contained in
the National Security Action

Memeorandum 328, over the

signalure  of McGeorge

yundy, to the Secretarics of

State and Defenze and the
head of the CIA detailing
Mr. Johnson's “decisions.”
It was thiz memorandan
contained the state-
ment that “the President de-
gires” hat “prematzure pub-

licily be avoided by all pos-

sible precautions” on the
key new military steps. “The
President’s  desire,”  the,
memo concluded, “is that
movements

stood as being gradual and

wholly consistent with exist-

ing policy.”

If this decision then was )

to be painted as “wholly
consistent with existing pol-

~iey” how can it now be “by

far the hardest” of five decl-
sions Mr. Johnson had then
taken mbout the war? Herein
lics part of the credibility
gap that plagued him in of-
fice and which today's in-
stallment fails to dispel.

and_

STAT
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s is the third of 12

articles excerpied from

\=4

Jyndon ]ohnsbn’s Look,
T he Vanloge If'_oinl,.”

- py Lyndon paiues Jolinson |
“ President Kennedy _ be-
leved in our nation’s com-
mitment to the security of
Southeast Asia, 2 commit- ]
ment made in the SEATO e e : —
“Treaty and strengthened by
his, predecessor, President Ei-
senhower, President Kennedy
had explained on many ecea-
* sions-the reasons he took this
position. By late 1963 he had
“sent applro,\'imatcly 16,000

R

. S - T S :
Lodge. said, -they wouid stilt depuly, a new CIA chief, a lizved the assassinalion of
e alive. In his last tall wity hew director of the 1.8, In- Eresident Diem had crealed
Diem on the afterncon of No- Sfermation Agsney (USIAY op.  MOI€ problems fOF the Viet-
vember 11 odng vad offor P _erationg - and I‘Eplat‘.em nts .n'llﬂCSG t»han it had solved. 1
vemper 1, LOUEE N ffered (or ofher key posts in the F2W little evidence that men
to help assurc the Vietnam- ;< pmbasay idvenr | S R
ese leader's personal safety, & LOIDARSY By midyeil of experience and ability weic

: 1L osaietys gepy. William €. Westmore- Javailable in Victnam, ready

a

Aracrican troops 10 South put Diem had ignored i
¥ 12 & et Qe e " 1 X
Vietnam to make cood OUr offer .‘]and had teplaced Gen. Paul 1o help lead their country, 1
SEATO pledge. - iy - - 1 : Harkins as head of our Mili- was deeply coicerncd  that
exposure to de- urned to Joha McConeAary Assistance Command, worse political turmoil might .

My first
.tails of the problem of - Viet-
Snam came forty-eight hours

after 1 had taken the oath of
office. Ambassador Henry
Cabot” Lodge had flown to
Washington a few days carli-
or for scheduled conferences
with Presicent Kennedy, See- -

el Temel qerd N Py . - e . LN
and asked what his repor ts . Inaddition to my talle with lic ahead in Saigon.
from Saigon in rccent days Ambassadot Lodge, 1 dis- '
indicated. Tha CIA director cussed the Heuolulu meeting,
replicd that his estimate was held just vefore the assas
. T N [ Jva S -t .t N :
much 1ess e-.xc;ou‘ngng,.'lhel-, nation, with somg of il
had been an increase in Viet p]'imnpal 'parliciyﬁants'
Cong, aclivity since the coup, pecially Rusk and McNajuara
including mere VO atlacks.

7 ng 1 yea (5. e aind with Mac Bundy and
He had information ‘that the plhers. The net result of ihe

© As 1 dug-deeperinta the’
Vietnam situation oter the
{allowing weeks, 1 bacame
convinced that the problam
was considerably niore seri-
ous than earlier reports had
indicaled. Rusk, McNamara,

|
s
< €8~

tar State Dear nusk ! )
retavy of Staie .I. an RUSK . gneny  was  preparing to Jonolulu brisfings d dig.  MeCone Bundy and others
and other administration of- o preparing - ' lonoluly briefings and Qi red s
ficials _C‘i\‘.;l‘t C\Cn maore JC\.CI‘L DICS-{ cuzslolls was.'a Inqd(\_suy on- 3 \d\f" 1:\) .gl owing coneern,
1 sorit_for ti and asked sure. < - Cicouraging assessmant of pros- At the ncgmmng.n( Decem-
i sent, for BIn a“f." T (d 1iold Lodge and the athers  pects in Vielnam, thouan Der T read a yeview of the
aiv 0 sthat y - . . e T : e HE STE Tt .
im to give me a firsthand that [ had serious misgIvings. Secretaries Rusk and MeNa- military gittation daveloped

account of recent events. 1
wanted his cstimate and felt
it was important that he go
back to Saigon with a clear
understanding of my person- -
al views. We met in my of-
“fice in the Executive Office
Building. Sccretaries Rusk
and McNamara were there,

by the Stale Department’s in-

Mary poople were critic mara expressed some reser- ¢
- -telligence analysts.

the removal of Diem aud valions.
were shocked by his murder, '

. | presipERT wENmppy' | TS REPORY concluded
de- ! principal foreign affairs aq. that the military effort had

PR
CONGRESSIONAL
mands for nur withdrawal | visers agreed that it was im- teen deterioraling in impat:

“tant ways for, several

Sypanths. Farly dn December

N
i

ined

from Visinam were becoming - portant to vaderline, espe-
louder and rnore insistent. U cially within covernment cir-

thought we had been mistak-

D me 1 . Cpprnaltar . .
as well as Under Sceretaty of ey in our failure to support

. U . Ambassa Ladg i
icles, the continuily of policy dc'i:i;;d 5(:::1; ‘;}‘a“ki;ﬂingva

LA A amimo : “and direction. under the new . .
fm-ti George Ball, CIA L‘)irec- Dicm. Bul all that, 1 said, ';;'l'?‘wicdlont (]l amtead t]tb was Ince prepared by one of his
or John McCone and Mc- -was behind us. Now we had NP 2% rield representatives.  The

;6010 v Cpay first important decision X
George Bundy. } Iy : document. reported  that in

. oncenirate i oy . '
Lo . F?i',?a‘:cg‘“'mtclroij\, RICC?T Lon Vietnam as President, im- mal northern della provinte:
10 S il;”b Ji‘r\goiféi :011RL( r-i:}JOI."Lant not because it re- “"t]}a'];‘(?a)<tfmtgi~((f S\fm\tmr_e
ODGE’ WAS optimistic, | NI Hie new £0° ramen gel - ppired any new actions but e pds rly days have
. , ; s el Al -‘ Ly B . .
He believed the recent on its feet and perform affec- - yecause it signaled our deter-, produced . . . a day hy-day

increase in Viel Cong infla:
ence, military operalions,
physical control of the coun-
T tryside, and Comraunist-con-
“I'his was the view of Viel- trolled combat hamlets.”
!\::-.ml received durh.\.g' those 1 believe {ivo things were
first few Lense days in office. wrong with the reporling in
1t was a view shared by the yog3:7ap  excess of wishful

Ttively. S ..

1 told Lodge that 1 had nol
becn happy with what 1 had
read aboul éur mission’s ap-
erations in Vietnam carlier in’
the vear. There had been too
ruch internal dissension. |
wanted him to develop 2

i ination Lo persevere in the
policies and aclions in which
we were atready engaged.

change of government in Sai-
-gon was an improvement. He
was hopeful and expected
the new military leaders to
speed up their war cfforts.
He slated that our govern-
ment had put pressure on the
regime of Ngo Dinh Diem to

c}}fllxg;c its course. Thoze ‘strong team: wanted them _Eo_;}h_le\'_els r)fb‘OU!' mlSﬁlO?_ I pinking on the part of some
pressurcs, he admitted, had O wm'k' togcther; and [ =2l 011.@{‘ /,”{.\l"r’!”“—‘Pal olficial ebscrvers and  ton
encouraged the military lead- wanted the Ambassador -to advisers  in Washington. I gely uneritical reliance on

ers who carried out the coup be the sole hoss, 1 assured had one important reserva- yiepamesc statistics and in-

{
on November 1AB¥FD ved’ ji g sunpact in Wash- tion about this generally’ (quuation, Many Vietnamese
ever, il Diem andphis brothef:di}ll,‘-ﬁéiééﬁe 216@0 \:!;Mz%cQVCIADR_DP917‘-‘%U9‘0‘1Rd0d§00q(1'@0{}2@1d “officeis in the

Nhu had followed his advice, " yponths we zent Lodge a new o

"gontinued
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President born il the South, . e

.Avm’ iged d

November morning ia 1563 the
“as peaceful as it ever gets in these {urbuwieat times. The wotld,  conld not bhe counted on in tll.]Ca of trouble.

CHICAGD 4RIPUSE
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Bv Lvn(- n B Johnson o e e »
T it ¥ 1 . . “The Vantage Point,” former President Lyndon B, Joln-
In spife of nove than three decades of public service, I g0 oun story of his five years in {he While House, s one of

‘}(IIC\” 1 was an unknown qunnﬁl) fo meny of my Cf).lll(.l‘ymf,ll the ]\L), books ¢f our time. In {his ]4‘3.‘11\’ 1,\_1:()1,9] record, and
~and to rauch of the world wheh I assuin ed office. fix this, the s coud in a series of 12 cxcerpts, President Johnson

F saffercd another hardicap, since ‘T had come to Un, reealls {he days of transition alter he took office on that grim .

Presidency not thru the colicetive will of the people but in ﬂ November day in Dallas, ; ; N

‘weke of {ragedy. I had 1o mendate from the voters, - - ° " .. o . e e
(A few people weré openly bitfer zbout my Lecum‘“u ‘President de Gaulle, according to the report, had said

Piesident. They found it impossible to transfer their infense that the United States could not be counted on in such an

Joyalties fram cne President to anot ther, T could understan d emergency. He mentioned that the U. 8. had been late in

this, altho it complicated my task. Others were apprehensive.  ariving in two world wars and that it had requived the holo-

‘hlS vas pavtic ,MI" true within the black epmmunity. Just  ecaust’ of Pearl Harbor to hring us into the lalter.

when the blacks had had their hopes for equality and justice With this account fresh in my mind, T mel with the French

T I . £ L aicar 1575 av.avoka o
raised, after 7<':u1.ums_0[f inisery and despair, tl‘xe_y awoke ONC  pregident. T thanked him for crossing the At lantie to express
ng to discover that theiv future was in the hands of & yh¢ sympathy of France in our hour of sadness,

‘he general spoke of the aifection that both he ax.d the
Yet in Wlt» of tiiese }leﬂ gs for a 13]"‘“ 10 der, I pyeneh people had felt for Jobn Kennedy. lie fh:ﬂ, went on to
spite of some bitlerness, in spite of apprchensions, I'kreew it gay (hat the difficultios belween ¢l {wo ccuntrics had been
was imperalive that I grasp the relns-cf LJ‘“‘ and do $0 greatly exaszerated, and (hat while chanzing fimes called

without delay. Any hesifation or wavering, any false step,  for certain :;djus'rpeﬂts in our respective reles, the important

10 o1i-douh 31 av izsasly . : ~
ahy sign of seif d-’“u» CO““‘} have heen disastros. . . thing was that Frenchmen knew perfectly well they could
R ' B U7 seount on the U, S. if France were attacked.
7 Hours Sleep : RN > '

R . I stared hard at the ¥rench president, suppressing a

Puring my firsl thirty d Gays in office 1 believe I av ““”’ed .smile. In the years that followed, when De Gaulle’s criticism
no more then four or five hours’ sleep a might. 101 had a o oyp pole in Viet Nam beeame intense, I had many occasiors
single moment whea I could £0 off aloze, relax, and forgel {4 yemenber that conversalion. The French leader doubted—
thc pressures of business, I don’t veeall it. in private, at least--the will of the United States to live up {o

“On Saturdey movning, Nov. 23, T welked fulo McGeorge  its commitments. He did rot helieve we would honor our
Busdy's office in the bascment of flic Vhite House aud re-  NATO ohligations, yet he eriticized us for hancring a commit-
ceived an international intelligence briefing from Jolm Me-  pent CYS(\\,\hClL in the world. If ve had taken his advice to
Cene, director of the Central Ir! - 'gence Agency. On that sad  abandon Viet Nam, I suspect he might have cited that as
international front Va3 aboul  “proof” of what he had been saying all along: that the U. S,

it seemed, had epased ifs turmoil for a moment-ca ught in

- . Having nict with the leader of France, our oldest ally;
ﬂl(" ShOCI of JO"l’l Kenuedy’s death, ) » . L ing meu h the leader of Frauce, our oldest ally; 1

i . N . turned to our relations with an adversary: the Soviet Union.
. P a . . N . ” : T
resident Kennedy had kept me well informed en world gy Tuesday morning, Nov. 28, Seviel Deputy Preiaier Anastas

events, so I was 1ot expecting any ma ajor surprises in {hat  jfikoyan came to my office. T knew that I was dealing with

-

first intclligence brisfing. L - t.one of the shrewdest men ever to come up thru the Commu-

Only South Viel Nam gave me 10&1 cause for concern. nist hierarchy. One of the few surviving Belsheviks with real
The next day, Nov. 24, I received my fist full-dress bileling  power, Mikoyan had been broughl to Mescow hy Stalin in 1925,
from I’m‘xy Cabot I, cdze, who had just returned to Washinglon  had escs ped innumer ahle purges and had demonstrated an
from his post as ambassadoer in Saigen. But compsred with  uncanny ability to survive and (o assouatc himself with (he
laler perieds, cven the. situation in Viel Nam at that point  right faction at the right time.

appeared to be relatively free Irom the pressure of umediste '

; decisions. . . ; i<NOZf Aw Ft ewcrriiries L

: The most finportant fo- wn ‘policy pr oblem I faced was ., We talked for 55 minulés and the COII\’CLutIOll was not all

that of signaling o the world what kind of man I was and  diplomatic p‘easdm ies. T remembered how Nikita Xhrushchev

~what sort of 1]01‘C1x3 T intended to carry eut. - - .. ' had misjudged President Xennedy's characler and underesti-
17:’(,& with Pe (,q;,]ge . - <. 77y mated his teughness affer their 1981 meeling in Vienua. That

“misjudgraent, many people believe, led Khrushebev to test the

On Aonday, Nov. 25, I met wi i C s A Ao ; i .
- Y ’ t with President Charles (’(' U. S. with a new crisis in Berlin, T considered it esscatial to

Gaulle of France. Just a few hours before our conversation
el e s VY il likoyan understand that whi wanted pes
I received a report from Parls of a rec<;nt meeting between et Mikoyan stand that while the U. S, ted peace

: ; an anything 1 allow i
De Gauile and an aliied ambasszador. They had “discussed  1OC than anything CI“’ in the world, il would pot allow its

what thie m.lopmn1C\pAppFWbU)FOT(REW%@QOGSIM123 IR RhPY i 0688506?%‘666’2“) v “?m’”“d._

invasion of Western Eurspe. -

eontinued
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This is {he second of 15 excerpts
jrom former - president Johnsow's

ok, “The Vantage Point” v ac-

0 3y I
counl of Lis presidency, o be pub-
lished shorily.
«LTEADY ON COUREE:

VIEEMART 1063

As Alr Force One carried us swiflly
back 1o Washingion afle

cdy in Dallas, ITmade as

vow: I would devoie ¢
every day during the
John Kennedy’s unfulfilled term to
achieving {he goals he had sci. That
meant sceing things through in Viet-
nam as well 28 i tihc many
othor internetional and domesiic pt
lems he had faced. I made this promise
not out of blind loyelty dut because I
was convineed that {he bread lines of
his policy, in Southeast Asla and eise-
where, had beon right, They ware con-

sistent  with the goals the U
<4

States had been {rying to accomplish

in {he werld since 1843,

My {irst cxposure to deinils of the
problem cf Vietnam came forty-cight
howrs afier I had taken the oath of of-
fice. Ambassador Henry Cabet Lodge

M .

had flown to Washinglon a fow days

carlier for schedulzd confevences wilh
President XKennedy, Secreinyy of State
Dean Rusk, and olher ad

er:

officinls.

Lodge was optimistic, T

the recent change of government in

Saigon was an improvement. He wa
hopeful and expected the new mi

4\

el bl 3 N 3
leadiers to speed up their war efforis.
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tneir government and were recelving
little help from civilian leaders. Me-
Cone concluded that he could sce ro
baczis for an oplimistic forecast of the
future, i
President XKennedy's principal for-
eign sffairs advisers agreed that it was
jmportant  to underline, espedally
within government circles, the continu-

_ily of policy and direction under the

new President. I agreed snd on No-
vember 26 spproved National Security
Action Memorandum 273, It was my
first irapostant decision on Vietnan as
President, Important not because it re-

Furepe in the 18403 led u

office, that 1 should recall crises of the
past and how we had met them or
{ailed to meet them. No cne who had
sorved in the House or Senate during
the momentous vears of tho 1830s,
19403, and 1950, as I had, could fail 1o
recall the many highg and lows of our
performance a5 a nation, Like 05t
men and women of my gencration, I
folt strongly that Werld War J1 might
have been svolded if the Uniled States
in the 1830s had not glven such an un-
certain signal of its likely response 1o
aggression in Yurepe and Asiz.

The spirit that 1otivated us to rive
our suuport to the defense of Western
in the 18503
{0 make a similar promise to Souvtheast
Acla. The Scoutheast Asia Collective
Defense Treaty was signed in BMenila
on September 8 1954, by representa-
tives of smeven counfrics--Ausiraliz,
¥rauce, New Zealond, Patistan, the
Philippines, Thailand, and the VUnited
Zingdom-—as well ag the United
States. . .

Thea Senate then approved the treaty
by a vote of 82 to 1, The only dissent-
ing volee was that of Senaior wWilliam
Langer of Norihn Dakota, & longz-tima
opponent  of the Uniled Nations,
NATO, and other formns of U.S. in-
volvement In $he world, Awong fny old
Senate colleagues who gave their ad-
vice and consent to SFEATO that day
were Aiken and Case, Pulbright and
Gore, Mansficld and Morse,

I respect & Langer, even it I disagree
heartily with Jim, when he argues
against our having any invelvements
in Furope or Asia or the resi of {the
world—and voies his convictions. Ire-
spect far more an Risenhower or a
Kennedy wio sges our responsibilities

He stated thal our Zovernment had put
pressure on the regime of Ngo Dinh
Diem lo change ifs courge. Thoese pros-

in iho world snd ects to carry them

quired any new aciions but hecause it ;
cut. T huve little understanding for

signaled our detexmiuniion to perse-

sures, he adinitied, had cncouraged the
military leaders who carrled out tihe
coup on November 1, 1882, However, if
Dizin and his brother Nhu had fol.
lowed his advice, Lodge said, the;

would still be alive. In his last talk
withh Dicm on the afternoon of Novems-

ber 1, Lodge had offerad to help as-
sure the Vietnamese Jeader’s personal
safetly, but Diem had ignored the oiler.
- I turned to John MeCeone and asked
“ywhat his reports from Saigon in recent
‘/lays indgicated. The CIA Director re-
plicd that his estimate was much less
encouraging, There had been an i
crease in Viet Cong activity sicee the
coup, Including more VC atlacks. e
had information that the enciny W&s
prepaving {o cxert cven more szyvere
pressure. He said the Vietnamese mill

“tary leaders wlho Cm‘?‘?[ﬁ&\féﬂq’&
were having difficultfes organizing

Relese 2005/11/24:%)

vere in the policiecs and actions in
which we were already engaged.

NSAM 273, addressed to the senior

officers of the goverament responsible
for foreign affairs and military policy,
began: .

It remains the central objective of

the United Statesin South Vietnam to
sscist the people and Government of
that counlry to win their contest
against the externally divected and
supporied cotuaunist conspiracy. The
test of all U.S. decisions and actions in
this area should he the effcctiveness of
their eontrihution to this purpose,
When a Tresident makes & decision,
he secks all the Infowmnation ho can
get. At ihe same time, he caunot sepa-
rain himself from his own exporiznee
and memory. This is especially true
when his deeisions involve the Jives of
men and the safely of the nation. it
Jems dv ose Tirst few mon

1

tiroso who ialk and vole one way, and
afier having given our nation’s pledge,
set enother; for those who stand firm
while the sun is shining, but run for
cover when a storm brealks, The pro-
tection of American interests in a
revolutionary, nuclear world is not {for
men who want to throw in cur hand
every fime we face a challenge,

The failure to obtain North Vietnain-
ese compliance wilh the J.aos Accords
of 16562 wes 2 bitfer disappointment to
Prezident Xennedy. .

Phere was another reason the mod-
est suecosses of late 1862 were not -
Yavged and multiplied in 1063, This was
internal discuption inside Seulh Viet-
nam in oppostilon to the Diem govern-
ment and, cspeeially, In fearful roac-
tion io Diemn’s brother Nhu, who was
gquietly taking the levers of power into
his own hands,

(REIP4)0901R000600110002-1
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By ALLEN WIITING

. ANN ARBOR, Mich.~It is inipossible
to conceive of Chou En-lai reversing
all of his Government’s long-standing,
explicit opposition agaihst any form.of
*“dual reprevcntation" in the United
Nations, yet that is prccmely what Secs
relary Rogers continues to see as a
distinct possibility,

Perhaps the sudden WJngncss {0
abandon the traditional stercotype of
“Chinese face” as a.constraint on be-
. havior stems from our own experiences

with duplicity and cynical expediency
in Government officials, Certainly U.S.
policy on Chinese representation in the
U.N. has tortuously twisted legal and
political logic in repeated reversals
over the last 22 years. But to assume
from this that a similar opportunisin
exists in Peking is to misjudge Chou’s
personal and political position.

Within China, Chou’s credibility rat-

Ing is exceptionally hzgu precisely

among those Chinese wiio have had 1o

calculate the rcliability of his word.

During the “blooming and contending™

campaign of 1955-57, Chou’s personcl

assurances that the invitation to criti
cism was nof a trap persuaded sen-
soned intellectual and political figures
- to voice their views.
Many subsequently suffcred in th’=

’ "ant1r1ghust” reaction.
" enough,

11 0CT 1971

Inturestmaly
‘however, Chou’s
esteem survived, as dramatically dem-
onstrated by his unique abilily to me-

- diate arong ficreely contending fac-

tions during the Cultural Revolutmn
violence of 1961»68

OQutside of China, Chou's woids are
the quintessence of Chinese policy as

- experienced by the many governments -

and statesmen with whom he has dealt

- over his years’ both as Premier and

Foreign Minister of the Pcople s Repub-
lic. t was confidence in this factor
which permitted the U.S. Government
to predict the first Chinese nuclear
test, On Sept. 26, 1964, we learned that

Chou had informed a foreign chief of .
- state that China planned to explode its

first atom bomb on Oct. 1. Neither the
Atomic Energy Commission nor the
Central Intelligence Agency estimated
Peking to have the technical capacity
to detonate at that time. However, Sec-
retary Rusk was willing, on his own, to
accept the reliability of Chou’s word
and predicted thz test at his press

-conference Sept. 30. When no test

oceurred tho next day, State was

chided . for having overstepped its

bureaucratic bounds. After the test
occurred on Oct. 16, delay apparently
stemming from problems at the Lop
Nor site, C.LA. director John McCone

personal-

" ships with Tirana,
Washington and Moscow  preclude

Eaz

was quick to claim credit for “the
intelligence community” in forecasting -

the event. While that “ccmmumty"
produced a wide: range of valuable
evidence, it was the estimate by
political aunalysis of Chou’s stake in
credibility which accurately predicted

. China’s entry into the nuclear club.

Obviously it would be fatuous to

take every official Chinese statement

as an irreversible, literal commitment

to one paxtxcu]’xr course of policy. -
I*]embzhty and bargaining are mani--

fest in much of Peking’s declaratory
and negotiatory behavior, Chou En-laj
is deliberately cvasive when he chooses
1o be, as in his reply to a question
concerning the genuineness of China’s
alleged dcsxre to see a total rupture of
U.S.-Japanese military relations, with
all that this might imply for the future
of Japanese mlhtary developments,
However, there is no equivocation
in his statements, “Should a state of
{wo Chinas or one Ching, one Taiwan
appear in the U.N,, or a similar absurd
state of affairs take place in the U.N.
designed to. separate Taiwan from
Chma to create a so-called independent
Taiwan, we will firmly oppase it and,

under thosz circumstances, we will’

absolutely not go into the U.N.”

At stake is nothing less than self

esteem, both individual and collective.

‘Tu Chow's words, “We will not barter

eway principles.” Peking will not ac-
commodate an expelled and defeated

. civil- war povernment in exile in

order to win tHe legitimate right of

representing China in the symbolxc»

assemblage of the wiorld community.
Moreover Chou’s political position in
Peking as well as Pekmgs relation-
‘Hanoi, Pyongyang,

compromise on this point,

The alternatives are clear: Either the
People’s Republic is seated as the sole
successor to the Government which
ruled China from the founding of the
UN. in 1945 to its loss of the fmain-
land in 1949, or there will be no par-

- ticipation by the People's Republic in

any United Nations body. However the
United States chooses 'to extricate its
prestige from the p.to:,pects of defeat
raised by last year’s majority vote to

“support the Albanian resolution, no
~other government should entertain the

slightest doubt as to the consequences
of following Washington and mnmmy
Yeking.

Allen Whiting was State Departmient

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP91- 09 1ROV06GOTH 00024 Far East,

(‘9-1966 and is chairman, Citizens

y Committee to Change U.S. Ching
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Arms Conirol

Nixon 'E*ap}é
4 Advisers®

Reuters News Agency .
WASHINGTON — President
Nixon Thursday nominated a
former director of the Cential
Trtellipeuce Agency and thrze
other men fo the general ad«i-

Arms Conirol and Disarmia-
ment Agency. i
The former CIA head
named was John”insifelone,
The others were Robert Eils-
worth, former U.S. ambis-

Gen. Earle G. Whecler and
former Senator George A,
Smathers of Florida. N
The commitiee advises ihe
President, the secretary of
state and the disarmament Ji-
rector on matters affecting
arms conlrol, disarmament
and world peace. Is -chair-

mer U.S. High Commissioner
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sador to NATO; retived Army

man is John J, McCloy, for=
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“For some time | have been disturhed by the way the CIA has been

diverted from its original assignment. It has become an operational and
at times policy-making arm of the government. | never thought when /
set up the LA that it would be injected into peacetime clogk-and-
dagger operations. —.ex-President Harry S. Truman.

ar

the agency's creator in December 1963 to remove or
reduce the cause for concern over the CIA’s devetop-
ment. As currently organized, supervised, structured and
led, it may be that the CIA has outlived its usefulness.
Conceivably, its very existence causes the President and the

' NOTHING las happened since that pronouncement by

‘National Security Council to rely too much on clandestine

operations. Possibly its reputation, regardléss of the facts, is
now so bad that as a forcign policy instrument the agency
has become counter-productive. Unfortunately the issue of
its efficiency, as measured by its performance in preventing
past intelligence failures and consequent foreign policy

_fiascos, is always avoided on grounds of “secrccy”. So

Amcrican taxpayers provide upwards of $750,000,000 a

~year for the CIA without knowing how the money is spent or
1o what extent the CIA fulfils or exceeds its authorized

O
R

intelligence functions. -

The gathering of intelligence is a necessary and legitimate
activity in time of peace as well as in war. But it does raise
a very real problem of the proper place and cor_nrol of
agents - who are required, or authorized on their own
recognizance, to commit acts of espionage. In a democracy
it also poses the dilemma of secret activities and the 'values
of a free society. Sccrecy is obviously essential for espionageé
but it can be — and has been — perverted to hide intelligence
activities even from those with the constitutional re-
sponsibility 1o sanction them. A common rationalization 1%
the phrase “If the Ambassador/Secretary/President doesn t

know he won't have to lic to cover up.” The prolonged birth -

of the CIA was marked by a reluctance on the part of
“politicians and others to face these difficulties, and the
agency as it came to exist still bears the marks of this
_indecision. : '

What we need to do is to examine how the US gathers
_its intelligence, and consider how effective its instruments

i ®

S RODSET /28 ;
THATIR 19T
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of Newspaper b
be supervised i
Intelligence Agr
The time is lo
supervisory role
Central Intellig
War. Under this
CIA administra

and specifically
requiring discl
titles. salaries
CIA; (i) expe
tions on expel
the Director's

Government ¢
the Governme
for staff abroa:
their families
1949 Central |
Director a lice
With so mt
is seen by me
stine coups.
in Guatemala
Mossadegh 1
the -Cuban |
failurc). The
President Kel
728, 1961, w
heralded — vy
Because the
agency's “m.... T
representative of the uncnding gambilry dig wiggwr vo-
life hurnan aspeact of espionage and secret operations. At this
lovel the stakes are lower and the “struggle” frequently takes
bizarre and even ludicrous twvists. For, as Alexander Foote .
noted in his Handbook for Spies, the average agent's “real .’
difficulties are concerned with the practice of his trade. The -
setting up of his transmitters, the tha.in_ing‘ of funds, and
the arrangement of his rendezvous. The irrtating administra-
tive details occupy a disproportionate portion of his waking
life.” , . ;

As an example of the administrative hazards, one day in '
1960 a technical administrative employee of the CIA
stationed at its quasi-secret headquarters in Japan flew to v
Singapore to conduct a reliability test of a local recruit. On
arrival he checked into one of Singapore's older hotels to
receive the would-be spy and his CIA recruiter. Contact was
made. The recruit was instructed in what a lic detector test
‘does and was wired up, and the technician plugged the
machine into the room’s electrical outlet. Thercupon it
blew out all the hotel's tights. The ensuing confusion and
darkness did not cover a getaway by the trio. They were
discovered, arrested, and jailed as American spies. -

By itself the incident sounds like a sequence from an old
Peters Sellers movie, howaever, its consequences were not
nearly so funiny. In performing this routine mission the

~CIA sct off a two-stage international incident between

Fngland . and the United States, causced the Secretary of
Siate to write a letter of apology to a foreign chicf of state,
made the U.S. Ambassador to Singapore look like the -
proverbial cuckold, the final outcome bcing a situation
wherein the United States Government lied in public -

are and what roor there, is for impravement. Every govern-
'm;nt agency must }éeg&\ﬁ%dtéﬂ‘é,ﬁﬁjeﬁ%aggoéé’m&ah@cma-ﬁbﬂéﬁM‘i R000600110002-1 : ;

CiA’s Director, acknowledged before the American Society
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SAN DIEGO —There has been so
Yentagon
papers yeceutly that 1 thoug‘-:ﬁ; 1 bad
better get my comments in while the
sub;ecf is still hot, It is important to
begin by defining exaclly what we are
(a!klnv .;Lbcut when we say “The Pent ta-
gon papers.”

Jn the middle of 1967 Secietary of

Doﬁ.n*e MciNamara cominissioned a- -

group to do a history of the United
States’ role in Indochina. The group
was made up of State aud Defense
Department cwm?nq a fm" milita
officers, and defense-oriented individus
als from Government-financed rescarch
institutes. Some thirty-odd persons con-
tributed o this history; most of theny
were in the office of the Secretary of
Defense and worked on this just pmt-
time.

The current discussions of the so-
called Pentapgon papers are not dise
cussions of the total 3,000 pages of
narrative and 4,000 pages of appended
documents, People are dis scussing the
informafion which has been obtained
by reading the Pentagon papers as pub-
lished by The New York Times. This
history, which appeared in several edi-
tions of The Times
out in a papaerback, does not, of courss,
comprise a summation of the Informa-
tion which is dvaﬂabc in the total
narrative,

In xtpoxtmv dhe l’cmdwon history

vhe Tifmes writers said they tried to
keep the articles within the general
limits set by the narrative axaly51s

and the documents as a whole. Mate-.

rial was brought in from the public
record only when it scemed necessary
to put the rapeh into context for the
‘general reader. Mr. Neil Sheehan, ong
of the writers, states in the book’s
intreduction that the very sclection
and artang,ement of the facts, whether
@ history or in a newspaper article,
incvitably-mirrors a point of view or

state of mind. Thus, the articles as

written by The Times undoubtedly re-
flect some of the conceptions of 'lhe
Times yeporters.

So what we have here is no+ neces-
sarily an objective history, but rather
2 distillation of a large docuinent writ-
tenn by 1mople who have a definite
pomt of view. What is the point of
view of The Times 1epoz’t01s" Well,
certainly the cditorial view of Tha
Times, as frequently expressed, is-that
the war in Vietnam was a,greal mise

ama LV
take and that our a(:tioxlsAWEOB@ﬁl FOJ}H ébh

ineffective.

and has now come |

- We might also ask what i§ the point
of view of the various historians ap-
pointed by Mr. McNamara to devclop
this history. As revealed by the history
iteelf, a great wmany civilians in the
Defense Department in the middle of
1867 were disenchanted with 1he war,
convinced that the bombing of North
Vietnam was ineffective and that we
should get out of Vietnam as quickly
as possible. Thus, the history from
which The Times writers distilled their

surmmary may also be lacking in ob-
]e ctivity. My study of The Timzs ver-
sion leads me to believe that it is in-
deed lacking in objpctwvt}

Never holess, it is interesting 1°ad-
ing, contains much information that
I knew about quite intimately, and
also some with swhich 1" was not
familiar, , '

You can be sure that this document
is required reading for soma people.
It certainly is required reading in
Hanoi, in Moscow, and in Pckmg, for
tlds book contains information on the
decision-making proccsses of our Gov-
ernment which is of distinct aid and
benefit to the encermy. The Tiines has
made the job of the enemy intelligence
scervices quite simple. "All they have
to do is go to the nearest newsstand,

. Q .

1 want to comment on the air war
over North Vietnam because as Com-
mander in Chief, Pacific, I was running
the air war, with not much help from
certain sectors in Washington. T be-
lieve that the air war was the most
misunderstood part of our wiwle en-
gagernent, It was especially misvnder-
stood by the civilians in the Pentagon
who were making the broad decisions
and many of the smaller decisions of
the air war. The severe restrictions
‘under which our Air ¥orce operated
restled in markedly decreased cffece
tiveness of the tremendous pc Wer we
had available and resulted in wlde
misunderstanding of the effectiveness
of air pewer whan properly used, ¢

In February of 1965 the decision was’
made to conduct a bombing campaign
against North Vietnam, From the very
first there was a wide divergence of
opinion as to how our air power should’

be used. The Joint Chiefs of Staff de-> ~

sired that we hit hard at Hanoi’s capa-
bilities. to carry -on the war in order’
te convince IHanoi that the course of
action it was pul.sunw would be uny|
profitable, and to let them know early”
vc e willing: {o

STAT

Numerous civilians in the Depart-:
Tnent of Defense, however, desired that’
air power be -used very sparingly, in:
limited doses, well spaced to give the
other side opportunity to contemplate
the seriousness of their acts. The ci-
vilian advisers won, so our air raids
against North Vietnam started with
minuscule doses of air power, applied
to targets which hardly were worth-
the effort, Our air power was never
used to its full effectiveness. 1 should
say that throughout the war I got.
complete cooperation from the Joint
Chiefs.
recommfndatlon I made.

1 wouldn t want to leave the impres-!
sion that it was only the military that
advocated a
war. Mr. John McCone, who in 1965 4
was the director of the CentralsIntelli-
gence Agency, rec ‘ommended in April
that unless the United States was will-
ing to bomb the North, with minimum
rcstramt to break Hanoi's will, it wasi
unwise to commit ground troops to!
battle. Mr. McCone expressed these’

dews to the President et Jeast twice
in the month of April. :

On the other side of the picture-
Mr. George Ball, Under Secretary of
State, from the very beginning believed
that neither bombing the North nor
fizhting the guerrillas in the South,
nor any combmauon of the two of-
ferred a solution to the problem. He
believed that we should cut our losses
and withdraw from South Vietnam. Mr.
Dean Rusk, the Sccretary of State and
M. Ball’s boss, advocated a strong
policy in the air war. E

o
The air campaign of 1985 was
characterized by excéssive restrictions
from Washington which limited us to
pxdd]mv strikes against generally un-
mportant targets, althmwh toward the

<end of the year we were beginning to

get a few better targets and. the num-
bers of planes we were able 4o use
was beginning to be useful.

The Times article says that the
pentagon study ‘of the 1965 period
discloses that high-level civilian au-
thoritics, mcludh.o Secrctary McNa-
mara, began to have serious doubts
about the ecffectivencss of both the
air and ground war as carly as the
{all of 1905. 1 must say that I have
difficulty understanding how they ex-
pected the air campaign to show any
measure of effectiveness when it was
so heavily restricted, both as te tzu‘gv 1s

berg of strik reraft.
15K A RBPo 608 iREB8E06 1150021
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- They backed me on . every

strong policy on the air /
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.

" The ar Lclu ‘that’ follows is part of The
Planning of the Vieinam War, a study
by members of the Institute of Policy
in  Washirgton, including
Richard J. Barnet, Marcus Raskin, and
Ralph’ Stavins.* In’ their introduction
to the study, the authors write:

“In early 1970, Marcus Raskin con-
ceived the idea of a study that would
explam how the Vietnam disaster hap-
pened by cuzalyzu g the p’amzma of the .

war, A group of investigators directed

- by Ralph

Stavins concentrated on

'fndmo' out who did the actual plan-

ning that led to the decisions to bomb
North Vietnam, to introduce over a
half-million troops into South Viet-
‘nam, to defoliate end destroy vast
areas of Indochina, and to create

-millions of refugees in the arca,

. “Ralph Stavins, assisted by Canta
-Pian, John Berkowitz, George Pipkin,
and Brian Eden, conducted more than
300 interviews in the course of this
study. Among those interviewed
were many Presidential advisers to

- Kennedy and Johnson, genecrals and
‘admirals, middle level bureaucrats who

occupied strategic positions in the
national security bureaiicracy, and offi-

cials, military and civilian, who carried
"out the policy in the field in Vietnam.

© %A pumber of informants backed up
their oral statements with documents

x_n their possession,. mcludzn, informal
nmmutes of meetmgs as well as por-

‘tions of the official documentary rec-;
‘ord “now known as the *Pentagon
Papers.” Our information is drawn not.
only from the Department of Defense,
but also from the White House, the
Department of State and the Central
Intelligence Agency.” . )
The study is being- publxshcd in two‘

yolumecs. The first, which includes the

article below, will be pubhshcd early in’
August, The second wnl appe ar in
‘May, 1972. :

Ralnh L c‘t“vms N

At the end of March, 1961, the CIA
circulated a National Intelligence Esti-’
-mate on the situation in South Viet-

" nam. This paper advised Kennedy that

Diem was a tyrant who was confronted
with twe sources of discontent, the
non-Communist loyal opposition and’
the Viet Cong. The two problems were
closely connected. Of- the spreading
Viet Cong nctwork the CIA noted:

Local recruits and sympathetic or
intimidated villagers have erhanced:
Viet Cong control and influcnce
over increasing areas of the coun-
tryside. For example, more than
one-half of the entire rural region
south and southwest of Saigon, as
well as some areas to the north,
are under considerable Comimunist
control. Some of these areas are in
effect denied to all government
atthority not immediately backed. .
by substantial armed force. The -
Viet Cong’s strength encircles Sai-
gon and has recently bevun to
‘move closer in the city. -

The people were not opposing these
recent advances by the Viet Cong; if
anything, they scemed to be support-
ing them. The failure to rally the
people against the Viet Con«' was Icud
to Diem’s dictatorial ruxe

- There has been an increasing dlS-
position within official circles and
the army to question Diem’s abili-
ty to lead in this period. Many
feel that he is unable to rally the
.people in the fight against the
Communists because of his reli-
ance on virtual one-man rule, his
tolerance of corruption extending
even to his immediate entourage,
and his refusal to relax a rigid
system of public controls.

The ClA referred to'the attempted coup

*The study is the res>pon31b111ty of its -against -Diem that had- been "led by
“authors and does not necessarily reflect

the views of the Instxtutc its trustees,
- or fellows. 2 S

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP91-0

, that

STAT

"“General Thi in November, 1960, and
.concluded that another coup was likely.
‘In spite of the gains by the Viet Cong,
they predicted that the next attempt to
overthrow Diem would originate with
the army and’
opposition.

The Communists would like to
initiate and control a coup against-
Diem, and their armed and sub-
versive operations including united
ftont efforts are ditected toward
this purpose. It is more -likely,
however, that any coup attcmpt
which occurs over the next year or
so will' originate among non-
Communist elements, perhaps a
combination of disgruntled civilian -
officials -and oppositionists and
army elements, broader than those
involved in the November attempt.

In view of the broadly based opposi-
tion to Diem’s regime and his virtual
teliance on onc-man rule, it was unlike-
ly that he would initiate any reform

measures that would sap the strength

of the revolutionarics. Whether reform

was conceived as widening the political .

base of the regime, which Diem would

not agree to, or whether it was to
consist of an intensified counter-
insurgency program, something the

people would not support, it
become painfully clear to Washington
- reform was not the path to
victory. But victory was the goal, and

Kennedy called upon Deputy Secretary )

of Defense Roswell Gilpatric to draw
up the.victory plans. On April 20,
1961, Kennedy asked Gilpatric to:

a) Appraiss the current status and
future prospects of the Communist
drive to dominate South Vietnam.
b) Recommend a serics of actions
(military, political, and/cr econom-
ic, overt and/or covert) which will
prevent- Communist domination of

that rosintess

the non-Communist

had;

STAT
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By Crocker Snow J1.
Globe Stalf '

Phe Pentagbn Papers
(whidh now warrant the
prefix ! ‘public more  than
geeret’) suggest that the
jast fow American Presi-
2onds should have listened

o to {be analysts from

R Central  Intelligence
Agency aboul  Vielnam

ihan 1o their advisers in
1he State Department, Pen-
{agon and National.Securi-
ty Council. '

Slarling from the ear-
Tiest ports of the study of
US involvement in Viet-
nam, the national intelli-
“pence eslimates of the sil-
uition Jook  reasonably
sound -~ espceially in the
rovealing glave of hind-
sight. '

Phe partial documenta-
{ion ef the study suggests
{hat 1ihe intelligence com-
anamity  weighed in quite
negalively about President
Ngo Dinh Diem and his ef-
feet on  Soulh Vielnam;
downplayd ihe domino
theory; was scornfal of the
value of commitiing US
ground unilg 1o, 600 hat
vole with only a lunited
bombing campaign under-
wiy: and ultimaiely helped
parsuade  Defense Scere-

Jtary- Robert MeNanmara of
ihe futility of Rolling
Thunder, the bombing war
on North Vielnanm. _

The T000-page report on
{hese events was compiled
by, the Defense Depwrbnent
and thus is move represent-
a‘ive of Pontagon thinking
on ihe war than ol auy
othicr Washinglon-ayency.
“Yeb scatiered referonecs
and direet quotations from
CIA estimates can be found
throughout. The “{oresight
and  overall accuracy of
these estimales is™one of
{hie most dramatic impres-

ing of those portions of the

“{ant  intelligonec

Some of the most impor-
judge-
menis which are ai leost
partially documented  in
yhe report are lsted here.

o In August 1954, when
President Misenhiower was
first beirg wged to prop
up ihe Houth Vielnmumese
coveral _mopibs afler the,

a0

“Irench defeat by Vietnam-

cse communists at Dien-
bienphu, a guoted national
intelligence estimate read:
“Although it is possible
that the French and Viet-
namese,  even with  fivm

Csupport from the US and

other powers, may he able
1o establish a strong yegime
in South Vietnam, we he-
lieve that the chuances for
{hus developmaent pre poor
and, morcover, that the sit-
uation s - more likely to
continue 1o deteriorate
progressively ovear the next
year."”

¢ With Ngo Dinh Diem
consolidating his regjme in
{the Soulh during the mid-
fiftics, the Pentagon writ-
ers deseribe American offi-

NN O e
i l b l E: ! (04
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prohably continue to rise. erisis in Saigon a year afte
(T30 S 'S ra o oy Y H i H
lhe.-‘)o adverse frends are Dijem's asgassination, whil
not srreversible, but if they {he defense estahlishmon

remain unchecked, they was actively congidering 4
certainly  in gpmher  of  conlingency
{ime cause the collapse of plans for widening the war,
ihe Dicm regime.” ihe CTA was far from san-

Four years Jater, wilth guine about the prospects:
{the United States begin- “We holieve that {he condi-
ning 1o getl involved In & fjons faver & further doecay

big way, the CIA is shown /o GVIN (Govermnent of

as onc agency willing 10" gouth Victnam) . vill and
c".cbun‘l: .tho then conven- gffectiveness. The likely
11011;:1 wisdom -o:' the domi- palton of ihis decay will
1.’)0(‘(1'1001"}.",. which held that 56 increasing defeatism,
HE South }ml.ni.m fell to the yapalysis  of “endership,
Communisis ail the vest of fetion with Arncricans,
Fasl Asia would ihevitanty® exploration of possible
too. On June Y, 1884, sever= Hnes of poiltical accommio-
al months hefore the Tonk- dations with  the -other
in Gull ineidents, the re- side, and a general peters

port quotes Pres ident jng-cai of ihe war effort.”.

Johneon at a general meat- .0 The following spring
jug about the situaiion aske with the Rolling Thundar
1;11513 “Would thbe rest of pombhing of North Vietnam
outheasl Asia necessarily  underway, President John-
12l i Laos and South Viel= gon preparved to send lwo
ham came under North jfarine hatialions into the
Vietnamese control?”
The CIA, according to

the Tentagon study, an- aoied Bocrelary Mohamara
swered  thal - Cambodia tany pawray Call adminges
“might,” but no other na® trad jmpediments that
tion “would gquickly suc- haper us in ilie prostcis
cunh.” ' . tion of this war

_war as . ihe Joiut Chicfs.

Sntelligence  report which

bly sotind” in August of

cials in the embassy, the The ageney  acknowl
‘he ageney  acknowi-

military and the CIA as edrod {hat X Tevelop
. : 'l {hal such evelop-
regularly reporting on pimg CUEC et h a deve ‘1
o e artd a - " ment “would be profound-
as “authoritarian, inflexi- ly damaging o the US po
ble and remote” By 1960, damaging 10 Ln® Ly B
et 5 ' gition in the Far East” and

when the United States, for . ;
L th ited States, Tor g ragted  that it would! I

belter ¢r worse, was sup-
porting the then President
Diem as a strongman, ihe
CIA minced no wards, One

hurt  American prestige
and credibility in contain-.
\%ng the spread of commu-
"mismr in the area. But the
CIA said” that even &
clenr-cut Communist vic-
tory in the South would not
affect {he wider American
interest of containing overt
attncks “as Jong as ibe
United States can cffec~
tively “operale from (its
island) hascs” in the Far
Yiast, '
¥n  Octoher 1964, fol-’
Jowing Tonkin Gulf, at the
of President

the  Pentagon analysis
characterize as “yemarka-

1060 read in part: ‘

“jp the absence of more
cffective Government
measures to proicet the
peasnats and to win their
positive  coeperation, thie
prospect is for expansion of
1he areas of Viel Cong con-
trol in the couniryside,

j 1h- Dhigh point

Just at this iume, on

Anril 2, 186, accovding to.

one of the chronotogies
comizined in the Pentagon
epart, CIA dirvec tar
Cone circulated & momo
sonding from the prosis-
dential decision to bave Uus

e}

active combat,

“F 5 that such action
3¢ mot justified wand wise
unlose the air alincks on
the North wre ipereased
sutficiently to really e
ging 1o the

{o foel

Whyysieally dam
T3V (Demoectaile hepublic

of North Vietnamw), awel 10
pud real prossare on her”
The  CiA divector  pre-
dicted, said the repori, that
e Tnited Siates “was get-
i rajved dows i a vear it

- T ey Py ¥
eooid not win.

[ e 1o ABY “rlicularly in the south- .
sions o come from Approveli EGE Release 20051112870 CIARDPT!09012000600110002-1
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full report which have he-
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with @ contihungt political

with the government will

troops fale aciive part in
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By PAUL SCOTT

President Nixon's phased and orderlv
military withdrawal from Viet Nam
could turn inte a humiliating and dis-
orderly pullout il Senate-House con-
ferces go along with the Senate-passed
Mansfield withdrawal amendment to the

draft bill,

That's the hard-nosed interpretation
that several conferees arc giving to a
private warning delivered to them by
Defense Secretary Melvin Laird in &
last-hour -effort to try to shelve or drus-
ticly change the Mansfield proposal.

Approved by the Senate, 57 to 42,
but rejected by the House. 219 to 176,
the Mansticld amendument calls for &
totid U.S. military pullout {rom Vie
Nam within nine months of final enact-
ment of the draft billl provided the pris-
oner of war issue is settled. :

In discussing the Mansfield amend-
ment with several of the conferees, See-
retary Laird frankly reported that an
orderly withdrawal of .the remaining
244,000 ‘Amcrican troops from Viet
Nam would take at feast 12 months,

The lcgislators were told that the
President is proceeding with a with-
drawal rate thut is as rapid as the logis-
tics of the situation will allow. To onc

conferece, Sccretary Laird put it this
way: :
“Should the President decide

thiis very day to withdraw all forces

from Viet Nam, it weuld take him

12 months to get the job done. Ang

this would be true even if the De-

fense Department used every sea’
and air transport available to it.”

“A Tfaster rate of withdrawal, Laird
'stressed, would force the U.S. to shift
naval transport ships and planes from
the explosive Middle East and Europe
and to employ American civilian flag
ships of all sizes. . _

"I we are forced to withdraw all
American forces in ninc months, we

&
&
31

would have to leave a lot of good cquip-
ment behiind.” stated Laird.

Secretary  Laird's belated  warning .
comes at a time that congressional sip-
porters of Mansficld’'s withdrawal
amendment are so sure of victory that
they already are preparing to shift the
Viet Nam battle in Congress to another
level. _

Headed by Senate Majority Leader
Mike Munsfhield (D.-Mont.), the author
of the withdrawal amendment, the anti-
war group now plans to seck a cutoff or
limit the amount of military aid that the
U.S. can provide South Viet Nam to
defend that nation. oo

This switch in strategy is indicated in
the private statements of Mansficld,
who scems to have lost all intérest in
blocking a Communist tiakeover of Indo-
china after his close friend, Prince Noro-
dom Silianouk of Cambodia, was ousted
as head of state. Sthanouk is now living
in Peking. . ‘

Sen, Mansfield, who also serves as
chaftman of the Yoreign Relations
Far Fast subcommitice, is privately
letting other senztors know that he
is against (ke U.S.supporiing a sus-
tained niilitary cffort by South Vie
Nam after we puil cut, .

-

-

While Mansfield is agrecable to the
turning over of U.S. military equipment
in South Viet Nam to the Saigon gov-

ernment. he is opposed o giving them,

any additional military help.

It is Mansfield's position that the U.S.
has a moral obligation to help on recon-
struction and rchabilitation, but that is
predicated on an end of the conflict and
would not apply to its continuance
-through Victnamization of the war e¢ffort.

If the Mansfield position is adopted by
Congress, it would thwart President
Nixon's hope, through Victnamization,
of guaranteeing South Viet Nam a “rea-
sonable chance™ of survival against
Sovict-Chinese  Communist-supported
North Vietnamese aggression.

The anti-Communist Saizon govern-
ment estimates that a total of $2.5 bil-
lion in military and economic aid will be
needed yearly for at least three years to
support the million-man army needed to
defend that country afler . American
troops are withdrawn,

American intelligence officials report
that there has been no let-up in Soviét
and Chinese Communist help for North
Viet Nam. In recent months Russia has
actually stepped up its military deliver-
ics, while Ianoi has increased its prep-
arations for new large-scale military
operations this fall, )

ol %

Any congressional review  of what
went wrong in Viet Nam should care-
fully consider a memorandum from CIA /
Director John McCone to Secretary of
State Dean Rusk. Secretury of Defense
Robert: MeNumuara, and Presidential
Assistant McGeorge Bundy,

Dated April 2, 1965, the document
forctold of inefiective results that would
come from the adoption of a “gradual
military response™ policy in Viet Nam
which guided the Kennedy and Johnson

Administrations”  military  operations
there.
In discussions on changing the

mission of American troops from
one of advice and static defense to
active combat in Viet Nam, McCone
took the position that the enemy’s
base in North Viet Nam had to be
destroyed for the new strategy to
work. T ;

Now part of the so-called “*McNa-
mary study™ of the Viet Nam war, the
McCore memorandum in part states:

*1 feel that the decision is correct
only if our air strikes against the North
are sufficiently heavy and damaging
really to hurt the North Vietnamese. The
paper we examined yesterday docs not

“anticipate the type of air operations

against the North necessary to foree the
North Vietnamese to reappraise their
policy. ... 1L is my personal opinion that
this program is not sufliciently scverce
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All the time; in rcading the swnmar-
ses and excerpts’ of the Pentagon
Papers (or “IHistory of the United
- States Decision-making  Process on
Vietnam Policy,” as they arc officially
called), one has to remind oneself that
‘the. world was, different then, in - the
carly 1960s, and that the men whose

positions are recorded were speaking |

and acting for a different Amcrica.
{The idea that.an object of policy
Jmight be . desirable but still beyond
their. country’s strength came only very
slowly’ to ‘them. “ Perhaps the world
has passed me by,” reflected Mr Dean
Rusk, * who was  Secretary of State
to Presidents Kennedy and Johnson
‘and is now ‘a professor in Georgia,

in & television-interview on' July end.

Preventing thé third world war, pro-
tecting the reputation of the United
States (ideas which, to Mr Rusk, are
largely . synonymous), were - unfash-

iionablc ” ideas now, he reflected, when
half. the American people had no

Jhappened

v " Washington, bc

memory of the second world ‘war,
Mr Rusk used his hour of television
time to defend the integrity of his
collecagues and his chief and to brood
on the change that had occurred in
the national mood. He admitted two

substantial  errors of " judgment :
“ 1 personally, I - think, under-
estimated the persistence and  the

tenacity of the North Vietnamese”
and “I overestimated the ability of
the American pcople to accept a
protracted conflict” ;. -

. The interest of the  Pentagon
Papers is not in  telling -us what
that, broadly speaking, we
knew already. But ‘suddenly, by
courtesy of Dr Daniel Ellsherg, we
are able to listen to the actors talking
business to one another over a period
of 20 years and it is a diflerent exper-
ience. from listening to thelr press
conferences or their tclevision chats.
When an ambassador talks of “assur-
ing the South Vietnamese the oppor-

- American Suroey

tunity to determine their future

. without outside interference,” we think

we know what he weans, but in the
Yentagon Papers we have it in black
and white : “ the United States should

“commit itself to the clear objective

of preventing the fall of South

“Vietnain to communism ” (Mr Rusk

and Mr McNamara,” then Secerctary
of Defence, to President Kennedy,
November, 1961). o

That Mr Dulles disliked the Geneva

" accords which were intended to put

an cnd to the ‘conflict in Indochina

o July, 1954, 4nd refused to join in

~the final declaration, is not news. But

-the official American position was one
of dignified aloofness, coupled with a

Lor’
“accords.
attitude

“to refrain from the threat
of force o distwh” the
The Pentagon Papers put the
of the Eisenhower Administra-

promisc
use

. tion, under the guidance of Mr Dulles,

“in sharper relief. The National Secur-
.ty Council took three
* deeide that the Geneva accords wers
‘a disaster and

weeks 1o
then set out on an
American policy of building a new
South Vietnamese state round  the

_person of Ngo Dinh™ Diem,

_concerned—-including

. The accords had been categorical
that Vietnam was not two states but
oné ; the northern and southern halves
were “merely “the 1egrouping zones
of the two parties” and everybody
“the  United
States in its unilateral declaration—

- subscribed to the “unity” of the

country. But American actions were
dictated by the haste to .stem “a
major forward stride of communism
which may lead to the loss of south-

~east “Asia,” as the decision of the

- National Sccurity’ Council put it, and,

STAYL

v

they paid no heed to'the country’s’

than momentary significance, since it
led to the sincerely held belief of the
Kennedy and Johnson Administrations
in thc- 1960s. that the trouble in
Victnam was ‘a simple case of inter-

national aggression by one state against
.another. R ‘

It had become accepted, and
remained accepted under successive

gantinued
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without making a “fad” of the subject or de-
stroying our system of manufacturing and
business which is envied by every country
on carth, By insisting thet our education
give at least eqgua) tlme to the positive
aspects of our country, instead of overlook-
ing much of it because “patriotism is bunk.”
J think that every generation of young peo-
ple has to be told ebout our country, edu-
cated in its meaning. Today we seem to
think that we’ll just “pick it up” naturally.
This {sn’t always so.

We can make our country better by fecl-
jng—and showing—our pride in it. We have
to think and act in a positive way instead
of & negative one. This is a job where leader-
ship has to come from the attitudes of our
politicians, our teachers, our religions, but
in which cach onc of us has an important
role to play Loo,

We have an awiul lot to be thankful for
and proud of, If we work to make things
better, they will become better, They will

. never be accomplished by people who sit on

the sidelines and offer nothing but criticism.
If we don’t bother to do what we arce capable
of ss individuals, and let people who think
only in terms of tearing down have their
way, and let them dominate public media,
their gloomy predictions will come Llrue.

You don’t have to use propaganda to glori-
fy a country which has always been a goal
fur o lot of little pecople all over the world,
We ¢o have to take stock of what we have,
{though, and to tell others-—espeeirlly our
own children—about it, so that they will
understand and appreciate it and work themn~
selves to make 1t better,

But in the end, it Is not just words and
ideas that are going to make it that way.
It is the private actlons of each onc of us,
beeause we're not just a people, or a nation-
ality; we're 200,000,600 Americans--each one
an individual, and ecach one free to add to

Y\qr detract from this country 6f ours,

e

CBS, CFR AND TIIE PEOPLE'S
RIGHT TO EROW
- HON. JCHH R. RARICK
OF LOQUISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
©  Monday, July 12, 1971

Mr. RARICK. Mr. Speaker, we will be

voting shortly on a resolution to find

" CBS in.contempt of Congress.

The CBES propagandists are wrapping
themselves in the Constitution and
chianting, “The right of the pecople to

' , know must not be jeopardized.” .
REvery Member of this body agrees that

it is the right of the people to know what
is at issue. Bul, has the CBS conglomer-

_ ate been tfelling the people the facts or

simply what CBS wants them to know?
It has been CBS that has been the cen-
sor—not this hody. The CBS “Selling of
the Pentagon” was in turn followed by a
scecond lateral assault -called the Pen-
tagon papers incident. Both Pentagon
attacks must be considercd as concerted

- cfforts by the influential opinion mold-

ing monopoly to degrade our military
forces under the guise of hastening an
carly Vietnam surrender date.

But the CES pecople, who would have
us believe they want to tell the American
people the truth of what is going on in-
volving imaginary financial and control

- conspiracies, have not told the American

people about a very rcal conspiracy-—

whel 16 o transter pisoietf FOF RAIEHSY 2008128 ETRROPo T 5o
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foreign policy in Vietnam from the re-
sponsible parties and meke the military
forces, who have had no voicc in the
planning of ths no-win policy nor litile
control over the operations, the scape-
roat, Pressure from the top and botlom
now becomes lateral pressure from both
sides.

I hold a copy of the so-called Pentacon

_ papers booklet, which has been printed

for profit by the New York Tihnes.

Commencing at page 630 arc contained
the biographies of key figures in the Viet-
nam study. Eight of the 14 named Amer-
icans involved in the secret history are
niembers of a financial-economic-indus-
trial group known as the Council on IFor-
eign Relations. The Pentagon, except for
having an bmnage of being the command
post of our military, is not even involved,
Why then docs not CBS, which wants
the American people to know what is
going on, tell them all ahout the Council
on Foreign Relations and its role in the
United Nations and the Vietnam war?

Why does not CDS tell the American
people that Mr., Sulzberger, president and
publisher of the New York Times, the
late Mr. Graham, former chairman of
the board of the Washington Post, as
well as its board chairmean IFrederick S.
Beebe are listed in the Council on For-
eign Relations membership list?

Why do not CBS's interpretive analysts
tell our people that their president, Frank
Stanton, is listed as a member of the
CFR as well ag former chairman of the
Rand Corp., or that Daniel Ellsberg, ad-
mitted thief of the stolen top secret Pen-
tagon papers, is a member of CI'R?

What is it about the CIPR that the C13S
refuses Lo tell the people?

Could it he that every U.S. Ambassador
to the Paris peace talks, David K. E.
Bruce, Benry Cabot Lodge, and Averell
W. Harriman, are all listed as members

of the CIR?

Could it be thal the Presidential ad-
visers enry A. Kissinger, Walt W, Ros~
tow, and McGeorge Bundy are listed as
members of the CIFR? .

Could it be that the U.S. Ambassadors
to Saigon, Frederick Reinhardt, Henry
Cabot Lodge, Maxwell Taylor, and Fills-
worth Bunker are all listed as members
of the CFR?

Could it be that the Directors of the
CIA, Allen Dulles, John J. McCloy, and
John A. McCone are all listed as mem-
bers of the CFR? :

Or could it be that the mililary leaders
who were entrusted with the lives of our
men and with the honor of our country,
Gen, William €. Westmorecland, Gen.
Iarold X. Johnson, Gen. Lyman L. Lem-
nitzer, Fleet Adm. Chester W. Nimits,
an:l Air Force Gen. Carl A. Spaatz are
all listed as members of the CFR?

Could it be that Stanley Resor, Sec-
vetary of the Army; former Secretaries
of State Dean Rusk and Dean Atcheson;
former Secrctaries of Defense Thomas S,
Gates and Robert Strange Melvamara are
listed as members of the CFR?

Could it be that CBS and many of its
other opinion-making friends do not
want to tell the American people that
Mr., Arthur Ochs Sulzberger, president
and publisher of the New York Times;
Mr. Frederick S. Beehe, chairman of the

spondents,

Tty 12, 1977

borne XEliotl, president of Newsweek;
Walter Lippmann, syndicated news
columnist and cditor of the New Re-
public magazine; Mr, Bill 1. Moyers of
Newsday; and Brig, Gen. David Samoil
arc all listed as membars of the CYR?

Certainly CBS, in addition to knowing
its president, Franlz Stanton, is a member
of the CI'R, must fully understand the
complate scope of this intellectual-
financial-indusirial complex, in fact, in
December of 1985, the CBS Foundation
made a $300,000 grant to the CFR 1o
fund a fellowship reportedly to “a prom-
ising American foreign correspondent”
for “study and reflection.”

And how do we know who arc members
of the CFR? IProm the CFR annual re-
port, which is supplied voluntarily to
cach Member of Congress and each Sen-
ator. There are reportedly but 1,451
members. Yet this small group of Amer-
icans ineludes men in positions of control
or influence in every military, financial,
and diplornatic decision from the start
of our involvement in Vietnam to the
present.

I do not want to create any impression
that there are any secret or mysterious
associations. But when the policies and
activities of the CFR are against the
best interests of the American people
and constitutional government, then
they, like all other decisionmakers, must
bear their share of the responsibility for
the thousands of American boys who
have been killed and the weste of billions
of taxpayers’ dollars that have been
pourcd into this international economic
venture,

It was not the average American citi~
zen nor the U.S. fighting man who
wanted this war in the first place or who
have wanted it to continue. If CBS and
Mr. Stanton want to lft their self-im-

posed censorship so that the American’

people know the truth, then this matier
would not be before Congress in this
instance. .

“The Selling of the Penlagon” and the
Pcntagon papers have not scratched the
surface of the kingmakers and new rui-
ing royalty. Who “will tcll the people the
truth if those who control “the right to
know machinery” also control the
Government?

I insert a clipping from the Decem-
ber 30, 1965, New York Timeoes:

EpwARD R. MURrROW FUND FOR FELLOWSHIPS
. ST UPp

John J. McCloy, chairman of the Council
on Forelgn Relations, announced yesterday
the establishment of an Edward R. Murrow
Fellowship for American Foreign Corre-

William S. Paley, chairman of the Colum-
bia Broadcasting Company, joined Mr., Mc-
Cloy in making the announcement. The
C.B.S. Foundation has given $300,000 to pay
for the fellowship program.

A spokesman for C.B.S. sald one fellowship
would be awarded each year to “a promlsing
American foreign correspondent’” for “study
and reflection.” A committee composed large-
1y of men connected with the council will
make the selection, C.B.S. will also be rep-
resented on the committee. The stipend is
expected 1o be sbout $10,000 in most cases,

I particularly call the attention of my
colleagues to my remarks “CFR: Tor
Whom We Serve,” page E11137, Con-
GRESSIONAL Rrconp of Deccmber 29, 1969,

901 R00066u 1100021
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Ong thing s clearly ascertained
by a perosal of the Penlagon
study, ahout the publication of
which so much controversy has.
avisen.

That thing is the perceptive Jev-
¢ of performance of the Central
Intelligence Agency as 1o In-
dochina ip the 18td-forward peri-
od in which American involvement
in Vietnarn was mushrooming.

The CIA cleayly “read” very
well the indications of whal might
develop in Judochina as the Amer-
jean commifment was extended.

In specifics, the CIA rejected
{he domino theory -— that if
South Vietnam fcll, there would
also topple Iaos, then Cambodia,
then other Asian states, ke & fall-
ing row of dominoes. The ClA
saw only limited damage to Amer-
jean inferests from a Red victory
in South Vietnam. This still could
have been a faully conclusion but
he intelligence on which it was
pased was sound.

Again in specifics, the CIA ox-
pected —— and vightly — little im-
pact on the war potential of North
Vietnam through restricied bhomb-
ing. It did not belicve North Viel-
nara would be intimated by the
possible Joss of its minuscule in-

gured against the oulpouring’ of

CUNEOT YT
< BREATT LIRS
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dustrial complex —- it had {he So;
viel Union and Red Chine onl
which to rely. Jts own production
was a drop in the buckel mea

martial and industrial aid from
{he Big Reds,

Mozt of the strategic conclusions
made by the CIA werc rejoected by
{he policy makers and ihe rejec
fion was ralified by action of then
President Johnson. This included
the CIA dissent 1o comrmibment of
U.S. forces to offensive combat
operations without any change in
{he limited tempo of bombing op-
erations  being  conducied. An
April, 1965, memo from the CIA
director, John A. McCone, put ihe
dissent this way: In effect if the
planned ground operition goes in
motion  we will  find  ourselevs
mired down in combat in the
jungle in a military effort thaf we
cannot win and from which we
will have extreme difficully ex-
{ricating ourselves.”

Hindsight  being  20-20 in-
variably, one could wish that B
McCone might have been 2 little
more persuasive with Ir. Johnson
and those to whom the then presi-
dent did listen.
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WASHINGTON The
intelligence  community often
-criticized and recently . under
(fire from - presidential  adviser,
‘Henry * A.- Kisstnger, emerges
from the Penlagon study of the
Vietnarm war with iis reputation
much enhanced.

" War eriiics will complain that,
‘over the years of U.S. invalie-

ment, the Central Intelligence

Agoncy is shown to have conduct~

ed coverl .operations in Indo-
-china, Operational responsi-
bili‘y for such actions ]S an old
contmvew_y, of course, and those
sub-rosa activities were ord r-
ed by a succession of U.S. presi-
denls and their National -Secur-
ity Councils.

- With respect- to its major fun-
- intelligence and its as-
sesunen!, the CIA proves to
have been very perceptive over
- the Vietham years. The in elli-
ence -analysts read very  well
the indicaticos of what might de-
; vclop in Indochma as lhe Umlcd

- - W < ‘A
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there.

Specifically, the CIA and the
intelligence studies in which CIA
panicip;\tci rejecicd the dom-
ino theory — the idea that the
fall of Vie'mam would

Asian naticns
falling row of dominoes.
saw limited damage to U.S.

CIa
in-

tevests frem “a Comymunist vict-

- ment official. offered
_in February 1964,
“ministration

-

ory ‘n Vienam. .
Additionally, CIA minimised
he impact, in Navch Victram, of
a restricted campaign of ‘U.S.
bombing. It "thus dismissed the
thesis' of Wal; W, Rostow tha
Norihr Vietnam would be inlim-

- idated by the possible loss of i's

tiny industrial complex which
bad been painstakinglv dev . lop.

- ed after the war with the French.

“INDIGENOLUS” SUI'PORT
— Rostow, ihen a Stale Depart-
his thesis

was beginring o
siress the control]mg role of

O
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: Bobert 5. Allen and JohnA Gold

U.S.'

topple
.hen Cambodia and  then \/
— like a -

e

when the ad-

simith

North Victnam in the war in the

South. At that time, however, in- -

telligence dndly~cs were report-
ing that the po mavy source of
Commumst strcnoth was  “indi-
genous,’

That ClA view, of a 1cv01utxon-
ary Communist movement iden-
tified with nationalis: sentimenis
carried over from the war with
the French; was given lit'le cre-
dence by Pre-idént Jchnssn and
his top aides, acesrding to the
Pentagon study.

In June of 1924 President Jehn-
son asked CIA wherher the rest
of Sou heast Asia wruld necess-
arvily fall to the Communists if
South Vietnam and Laos came
trol. That was an occasion on
which CIA chajlenged the dom-
ino thcorv, asserting tha' “with
the possible exception of Cain-
bedia”™ no retion in the area
would ‘quickly fall to the Com-
nunists,

Again, administration pol-
icy nuker~ were nof -persuaded,
and fears for such pations as

“National

an April 19335

after the ill-fated Bay of Pigs jn-

Malaysia persisted in high ad-
minstration councils, the Pon-
tagon study reports. . . A i
© In November of 1964, when the

Security Council was

considering plans for carrying

the bombing to North Vietram, j
it was an intelligence panel - ¢
including CIA, State Department
imelhgem‘e and the Pentagon's

- Defense Inlelh"cucy Agency-——

which said the plan had litie
chance of - intimidating the

. North Vietnamese,

In {he spring of 1963, vvhen the
discussions had turned to poss.
ible comnutmcn[ of U.S. troops
to offensive combat operations,
CIA Director- John A, McCo: u.\/

.said a change in the vole of U.S.

troops ‘was inconsistent with the
limiled tempo of the bonbing
opera fons then being conducled.
He said the proposed air and
groungd pressures on Hianoi would
not be crough.
“In effect,” said McCome in
mamo, “‘we wll
find ourselves mired down in
combat in ths jungle in a mili-
tary efforl” that we cannot win,
and from which we will have gx-
treme dlIchulty extricating our-
selves.” .
STYLE CHANGED —In tha(
memo McCone, the rather d-ur
California  industrialist  who
was “rought in to revive CIA

vasion, showed himselfl & be a -
full paricipant in the formula-
lion of U.S. policy. With the bene-
fit of hindsight, one can wish he
had been more _bersuasive,

-




- pons and forces.

!war. He ordered the phasing of the}
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To the Editor:

Your editorial entitled, “Pcntagon
Blunders in Vietnam Cry Out for De-
fense Overhaul” was predictable, You
‘have arrived at the conclusion which
.the so-called Pentagon historians
.sought in producing the mammeoth 47-
-volume “history” of the U. S. in-
.volvement in the Vietnam War.

During his tenure as Secretary of
‘Defense, Mr. McNamara ruled the
Pentagon with a rod of iron. No one

- group was able to win him over to

_their point of view—it was the other
“way - around.

. May I call your attention to an au-
‘thoritative study of the managemeil®
of our defense establishment -Ghder
Secretary McNamara, “How fluch Is
Enough? Shaping the Defense Pro-
“gram, 1961-1969"" by Alain C. Enthoven
and K. Wayne Smith. Enthoven was
! assistant secretary of defense for sys-
tems analysis during much of McNa-
‘mara’s tenure, and Smith was En-
_thoven’s special assistant. They state
that McNamara had an ‘“active man-
"agement” conception of his role ac-
:cording to which “the principal task
:of the secretary of defense is per-
“sonally to grasp the strategic issuies
"and provide active leadership to de-
rvelop a defense program that sensibly
relates all factors” including foreign
policy, military strategy, defense
budgets, and the choice of major wea-

As in all other phases of defense.
planning, McNamara participated
fully in the planning of the Vietnam

W—‘-—-———-

)

+ intervention as well as tlie bombing.
The bombing policy which he imposed
carried within it the seeds of failure.
[Mr. McCone, the civilian director of
theuC}é pomted out at the time that
HET6!Would be able to see through
the symbolic nature of such bombing
las was initially conducted under the
_gradual escalation policies ordered by
:Mr. McNamara. -~ . 1
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Only after the initial phase of the‘

bombing campaign had failed did
some of the military leaders argue,
unsuccessfully, that the policy be
changed. But for the sake of Mr. Mc-

Namara’s reputation and those anti-

Johnson elements within the Demo-
cratic Party, the blame had to be
shifted from civilian to military
leaders.

If military leaders are to be charoed
with incompetence, the credibility of
their civilian masters in the Depart-
ment of Defense should be equally
subjected to questioning, especially
in light of the revealing study by
Enthoven and Smith about the McNa-
mara management of the Pentagon,

upposedly the most efficiently run

“department under the leadership of

Yone of the greatest orgapizational
genuises of this century.

' WILLIAM R. KINTNER

Director, Foreign Policy
Resecarch Institute

Philadelphia. R
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ie Central Infellizcnce Agency,
ravorite target for digsenters from

campils fo Congress, COMEs off

rather well in the  much dispuicd
drentpron papers which now scem
t0 Lave o circulation only slightly
less than thel of the New York
e jlself.

Whe whole inteliizence comimi-
iiify seems to have had beller infor-
mstiom and creater ability to inter-
el it than the pelicymakers who
2iled in the piesidential coun-

cils,

in mid-1864, the CIA disputed the
domino theory anl deelared that
wob 2l of Southeasi Asia but prob-
ably only Cambedia would be cn-
gangered if Soulk Vietnam and
Taow foll to the Communists, The
veport was not heeried,
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Later that same year, whem
Bombing ol Morth Vieliam was vi-
der consideration, the CIA, along
with State Depsriment Intelligence
and the I'enilsgon’s Defense In-
tellizence Agency, said the pro-
posed bombing would do little in tie
way of intimideting Hanol.

Cia Director Johu A, Mcelone
warned sgainst combal troop co
mitment with the prediction that
e will find  ourselves mibied
down in ceihbat in the jungle in 2
military effort we cannol win aud
from which we will have exiremne
difficully extricating ourselves.”

Undoubtedly intelligence las
poofed up in some instances, Bui if
more credence had been given to
intellizence reporis earlier, the oo~
portunities for the later errors nuwv-
er would have arisen.
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I ollome dre towts of APJ o,oczcmenés accompwuuu
the Pentagon’s study of the Vietnam war, dealing with the Ad-
_ministration of President John F. Kennedy wp to the events thot
brought the overthrow of President Nyo Dinh Diem in 1963,
Iwceptwhare excerpling 1s specified, the documents are printed

sverbatim, wu‘]’ only V. UNINIS tcmable 54 Jpo J,ap/ncal e/ror

7 ected,
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Cable"n'nz from lenﬂce Durbrow, United Stetes Ambassador in Sai Jon,
to Sccrﬂtam of State Chii zlsuan A. Herter, Sept. lu, 1860, :

As nvmnfcd oour 483 and 538 ch*n"

_regime confronted by two separate but
relzted dangers. Danger from demon-
‘strations or cQup attempt in Saizon
could “occur earlier; likely to be pre-
dominantly non-Communistic in origin
but Cormtunists can be expected “to
endeavor infilirate and exploit any such
_attenph, Even more sarious danger is
Gladlml Vit f"onv extension of romlol
sover countryside wlncn if current Corma-
“munist progress continues, would mean
loss free Viet-nam -to  Conununists,
-These two dangers are related because
‘Commundst successes in rural areas
-embolden them to extend their activities
"to Saigen and because non-Conmnmunist
teznphhon to engage in demonstrations
or coup is partly motivated by sincere
desire prevent Communist tam, -over in
Viet-nam.

Esscntially [word illegible] sets of
mcasures required to meet these two
¢ dangers, For Saigon danger esseniially
pohhml and e cho‘omcal measures re-
quired. Yor countrys ide danger sccurity

- measures as well as pohucﬂ psycho-
{ Togical and ‘cconomic measures needed.
. However both sets measures should be
carried out simultancously and to some
, extent individual steps will he aimed at
both dangers. e
Secwrity recorumendations have heen

S &y <! P an
Yo} Sg.mm. Regime

m'tc'e in our 539 and other messages,-

internal security
intclligence, cte.

formation
centralized

including
council,

“This message therefore deals w /ith our

pohtxml and cconomic recommenda-
tlons. T reslize some measures I am
1ccommn1.dmg are drastic and would be
most ["'n“d illegible] for an ambassador
to make uader normal circumstances.
© But conditions here are by no means

B L Tu VSO ]

"in present
-best not indicate talking under instruc-

." (e Wi T

i

o1~

"
'

A '13.1;’/:“

® v
%,

-

normal, Diem f~0w1m.1cnt is in qmtn’
serious danger, Umn,fon., in 1y opinion

prompt and even drastic action is called @ are

for. I am well aware that Diem has in
p'\st demonstrated astute judgment and -
has survived other serious crises. Pos-.
sibly bis judgment will prove ﬁupeum
to ours this time, but I believe neve

theless we have no alternative but to
glve him our bes» judgment of what we
beh sve is required to preserve his gov- -

ernmeiit, While Diem obvxously resented

my {frank talks cavlier this year and will
probably Tesent ecven more suggestions
outlined below, he has (‘pn)amntl_y acted
on seme of cur earlier suggestions and
mizht act on at least some of the
follo\"m ’
1. I would propose have frank and
friendly talix with Diem and explain our
serious concern about present situation
and ‘his political position, I would tell
him that, while matters 1 am - raising
deal pumuuly with internal affairs, 1
would like to talk to him frankly and -
try to be as helplul as I can be giving
him the considered judgment of my¢elf
and some of his friends in Washington-
o1 m,oroptmte nieasures to assist hun .
scrious situation. (Believe it .

tlons,y T woul Id par uculally stress de-
sirability of actions to broaden and
increase hiz [word illegible] support .
prior to 1961 presidential elacticns re-
quired by constitution before end Apul
I would propoese following actlons to
Presicent: I

2. Pby\.hulO“ICdl shock effch is 1e-
wired to take initiative from Coramu-
nist- pvo')uh,ancltsts as,well as non-Com-
munist  opj >osxtxoms~s and convince
popuut\oa government taking effective

Approved FOﬂ%fé%fsté’/ﬁQﬁﬁﬂ i&éhn%fAWM

of hand. To achicve that cffect follo
ing suggested:
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legislative initiative and area of genuine
dehate and bestow on it authority to
conduet, with appropriate publicity,
pubh(. investi ,ahons of any departpent

government with right to quc:txon

himselt.
quso}s‘t%p \\0 oqwlllg?fﬁji .olld \p'uf-

pose: {a) find some mechanism for dis-
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cides to Use

-

Qi"@wc’i Troop

j- Onc was to send a dxvxsxon On April 20, Sccretary Mc-
Plcsulelt Johnson decidedof American troops to South. 'Namara met General Westmore--
on April 1, 1965, 1o use Ameri-{Vietnam to hold c?( wstal en- land and other officials 1&1 11011&
ound troops for offensive’ “claves or to defend the Central olulu, The Pentagen study sai
ai?logrll H;;l SOUtl‘i Vlut]ll‘lm be- ‘nghland frecing Salgon Gov- there VS}/CIC 3%500 Amcran
. ‘troops then in Vietnam. -
cause - the - Administration gjo, againsi the Victcong, ~ § The conferees agreed tnaL
quickly found that sustained| . The other was to establish aiUnited States ground forces’
bombing of North Vietnam— four-division foree of Amcrican should be increased from 4 to!
—was notland Southeast Asia Treaty Or-;13 mancuver battahc}alnf,1 ]IIWO]V;
p ] ganization 1roops io interdictiing 82,000 men, wit rattal-
going to stave off collapsc in Infiltration by patrolling thosions involving 7950 ten also’
South Vietnam. demilitarized ~ zone on thejto be sought from Avstralia,
“The President’s ckc:sxon wasiporder between North and! ‘and South Korea.
describad in the "third install- South Vietnam and the Laotmn, A series of major. nuhtny

L@:Efﬁ}“'? on Tf‘.‘

fernment forces for offensive ac- ;

ment, published June 15, of‘

The Times scries on the Defense.
Department history.

One of 16 documents pub-’
lished with that installment
was National Sccurity Action
Memorandum 328, dated April;
'6, 1965, This 1epoltcd that thel
‘President had ¢ ‘approved an 18-
20,000 man increase in U. S.
mlhtaly support’ forces to fill
out existing units and supply
needed loc1st1c personnel.”

Further, he approved sending
ashore two Marinc battalions
that Gen, William C. Westmore-
land, the commandcr in Viet:
nam, had asked for on March
17, adding to two Marine bat-
talions with 3,500 men ‘that had
fanded March § as dcfendus of
Danang airfield.

. ‘A_Change of Mission

- i
Mr. Johnson also approved
deployment ¢f a Marine air
squadron and “a change of mis-
sion for all Marine battalions
. . to permit their more ac-
tive use. . . P He approved,
“argent” efforts to get South’
Korcan, Australian and New
Zealand troops.

And he desired that “prema-
ture publicity be avoided,” and
the actions “should minimize
any appcarance of sudden
changes in policy.”

There was a comment in an
April 2 memorandum by Mr.
McCone of the Central Intelli-
gence Agency that bo;11bjxags
“have not caused a change in
the North Vietnamese policy of
directing Vietcong insurgency,
mfll’uatmgr cadres and supply-
ing material” and “if anything,
the" strikes to date have hard-
ened their attitude.”

Mr. McCone warned of be-
coming “mired down in combat
in the 11,1]1"1L in a military effort
that we Cd]'lIlOt win.”

The March 8 landings had
brought the United “States
force in South Vietnam to 27-
000 men. In mid-March, Gen.
Harold K. Johnson, the Army
Chief of Stalf, made two
rccommendatlons relating to a
possible ground war, i

border region.
Before N.S.C. Mceting
In preparation for April 1.2
National Security Courncil meet-
ings, Assistant’ Secrctary of
De sfense MeNe aughton wxotc in
a n‘cmozandum

“Can the sitvation insidef

SVN be bottomed out (a) with-;

out extreme measurcs "'\{’,‘l]ﬂ:.vt

the DRV, and/or (b) without: tion.
deployment of large numbers of

U.S. (and other) combat troops;
inside SVN? The answer
perhaps, but probably no.”
General Wesimoreland, in a
report completed March 26 for:
the same sirategy meeting,.con-,
tended that South Vietnamese|
troops could not hold the line
against growing -~ Vietcong
strength long mouch for ihe
bomme 10717”CO..IC “effective..
General Westmoreland asked
for the equivalent of twol
American divisions to arrive by
June, to bring strength in
Victnam up to about 70,000.
"He proposed to send an
Army division to “defeat” the

Vietcong in the Central High+

‘|1ands, and indicated that mord!

troops might be required if
bombing failed’ to achieve 1e-
sults.

On March 20, dle Jomt
Chicfs of Staff had proposed
sending two American divisions
and one South Korean division
for offensive <combat opcm-
tions.

The Joint Chiefs, the Penta-
gon study said, “had the quali-
fied support” of Socmt.ﬂy Me-
Namara. .

A ‘Mobile Role’ Sought

On April 4, Ambassador
Tayler pxoposcd “the usc of
Marines in a mobile counter-
insurgency role in the vicinity

il

ivictories by the Vielcong in:
‘May and June
Westmoreland to ask on June
7 for still more help~-for a.
total of 44 battalions.

The study said 1hat on June
13, he proposced a
destxoy strategy for U.S. and’
ihird-country forces,” with the!
“primary focus” for South 'vxct-
namese forces {o bb pacmca-

i Aunthority for \'\'ostmo land
rporfed, General Westmoreland
was given authority to cominit
United States forces whenever
he decided they were needed
i“to  strengthen the relative
position’ of Government forces.

tion by United States forces
took place June 27-30, with the
173d  Airborne Prigade, an

¢Vietnamese in ‘‘a search-and-
|destray operation into Vietcong
lbase arcas.’
I © On July 17, Deputy Secretary
of Defense Cylus R. Vance said
lin"a cablegram that President
‘Johnson had decided to go
‘ahead with a plan to deploy 34
bqttalxons On July 30, the
Joint Chiefs backed dep]oy-
‘ment of 44 battalions, involving:
193,887 United States soldxcrs
The sedrch-and-destroy strat-,
egy, the study commented,
“left the U, S. commitment to
Vietnam open-ended.” As to
President Johnson and Secre-
tary McNamara, it added,
“there are manifold indications
that thcy were prepared for a
lon" war." L

of Danang for ihe improved-
protecuon of that base and.
also in.a strike role as a re-:

serve in support of [South Viet-
namese Arnmny] operations any-

where within 50 miles of the’
base.” This was described asr

an enclave strategy.
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The first major ground ac+

iAustralian battalion and South

STAT
D00600110002-1

i




¥ e
C«IOA ‘\Jv 0 Efi S

f‘eraders of the Johnson Ad-|f
ministration reached a “con-
sensus” »at a. While House
strategy meeting on Sept. 7,
1964, the Pcntanon study of the
war says, that sustained air
attacks against North Vietnam
would probably have to be
launched, and indicaled a start
for caxly 1965.

In the second installment,
The Times reported that the
analysis had added that “what
preventcd action for the time
being was a set of tactical con-
sideralions.” .

First among these, the analy-
sis went on, was that “the
President was in the midst of
an clection campaign in which
he was presenting himself as
the candidate of reason and
restraint as opposed 1o the
quixolic Barry Goldwater,” who
" was publicly advocating full-
scale bombing .of North Viet-
nan.

- Before that
there had been an Aug. 18
cablegram  from Ambassador
Maxwell Taylor—-one of 16
texts published with the instal-
lation~—declaving  that  “the
present in- (ountry pacification
plan is not enoughs’ The Am-
- bassador urged “dehbemte €s-
calation of pressure against
North Vietnam, using Jan. 1,
1965, as a target DD‘y" to
start bombing mlhta]y facili-
tles

“con sensus,”

‘Marines for Danang

The bombing plan, Ambas-
sador Taylor added, would en-
tail sending Army Hawk anti-
afrcraft mlelIF‘ units to protect)
airfields at Saigon and Danang|s
and a force of Marines to
Danang, = -
1 On Aucr 26 a memorandum
by the. Joint Chicfs of Staff
Jtermed - “accelerated”  actions

" Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000600110002-1
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against I*"ozth' Vielnam “essen-
tial to prevent-a complme col-
lapse of the U.S. position in
Southeast Asia.” .

On Sept. 3, a memorandum
by Assisiant Secretary of De-

and facilities at: Bienhoa air-
field. President Johnson, at a
White House meeting, held off
on reprisals and expr csscd con-
cern  over possible  counter-
retaliation by North Vietnam

fense McNaughton said “thejor Communist China against
situation in 'South Vietnam is|Amecrican bases and civilian
deleriorating.” Hc rroposed’ac-|dependents.

tions 1o causc “increasing ap-
prehexmon” in North Vietnam
and - “likely at some point to
provoke a military D.R.V. [North
Vietnam] respoinse” so that “the
provoked response should be
likely to provide good grounds
for us to escalate il we wished.”
The Sept. 7 “conscnsus”
meeting was attended by Presi-
dent Johnson, Secretary of State

On Nov. 24, a select com-
mittec of the Nnxondl Securily
Council heard General Wheeler,
speaking for the Joint ChlLfS
argue for a hard, fast bombmo
campmgn——-as entailing “Iess
risk of a major conflict before
achieving  success” than the
option of gradually’ rising air
strikes, favored by Assistant
Secretaries McNaughlon and

Dean Rusk, Sccretary of De-|Bundy.
fecnse MeNamara, Gen. *Earle ‘A Losing Game’
G. Wheeler, Chairman of the] o, Nov. 27, Ambassador

Joint Chiefs; Ambassador Tay-
lor, and John A. McCone, Dj-
rector of Central Intelligence.

- A Sept, 8 memorandum by
Am\iam Sccretary  of Stat(&
William P, Bundy described
consensus reached in dxscus—
sions. .. for review and decision
by ih(, President.”

Patrols o Resune

It was followed by a Sept. 10
memeoerandum by McGeorge
Bundy, adviser to tha President
on naticnal security. This re-
ported Mr. Johnson's approval
of resumption of American
naval patrols in the Gulf of
Tonkin and resumption of South
Vietnamese coastal reids against
North Vietnam. The raids had
been covert, but were to bel*
admitted now. -

The patrols resumed Sept. 12,

and the raids in October. A
covert step-up in air operations
in Laos ordered by the Presi-
dent began Oct. 14,

On Nov. 1, a Vietcong mortar

/F‘dy lor,

in a buefmg, urged
rrradually increasing air strikes

“we are playing a losing

me in South Vietnam.”

On Nov. 29, there was a
Cl“draft position paper” by an
interagency working group on
Vietnam headed by William
Bundy. It set out “first- bhase
actions” over 30 days to in-
tensify South Vietnamese mari-
time, Laotian air and United
States reconnaissance opera-
tions aheady under way.

Reprisal air strikes against
Nerth Vietnam by South” Viet-
namese forces, supplcmcntcd
as necessary b) U. S. forces,”
were proposed to take place
prefombly within 24 hours of
‘any VC provocation.”

The next phasc would be
‘progresssively more  serious
air strikes,” as well as possible
aerial mining of ports and a
naval blockade. -

The Pentagon study says
President Johnson became “cau-

barrage struck American planes|tious and equivocal.” In a White

House meeting on Dec. 1, he
said he wanted “new, dramatic,
effective” ald from allied coun-

tries,
Ailr Strikes Begin

Nevertheless, ‘on Dec. 14,
Operation Barrel Roll began the’
30 days of Phasc I—air strikes
by United States Air Force and
Navy jets against infiltration
routes and Tfacilities the
Laotian panhandle.

On Jan.. 6, 19865, William
Bundy, in a memorandum, sug-
gesled “‘an early occasion for
reprisal action” against North!
Vietnam and “possibly begin-
ning low-level reconnaissance”;
at once,

“Introduction of limited U. 8.

in

arca of South Vietnam,” Mr.|
Bundy added; *“still has - great
appeal to many of us, con-
currently with  the first air
attacks into the D.RV.”

The Pentagon study 1eported
that a Jan. 27 memorandum by|
Mr. Mc\Iauvhton agreed to by:
Secrelary Mcl\amala Tavored
initiating air stukcs against
North Victnam. i
On Feb, .6, nine Americans
were killed and 76 wounded
in Vietcong attacks on a mili-
tary adwsers compound and a
helicopter base. The study sald
this “triggered a swift, though
Ioncr-cmtemplatcd Presidential

and fitting’ response.”

Within 14 hours, 49 Navy
jets raided Donahm in North
Victnam. Next, thc enemy at-!
tacked -an American bqrracks’
the - President on Feb. 11‘
launched a heavier reprisal raid,
On.Feb, 13, he decided to begin
Opcration Rol]mg Thunder-—
the sustained air war acramst

North Vietnam,

ground forces into the northe erny

decision to give an ‘apj nopnate .
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You can argue all day about whether

the executive branch of government (and
the military) knows best about what the <

public should be told.

At this poiﬁt in histor&,- however,
there seems little doubt that the

American people were told just enough -

about Vietnam to build up support for
what was an ever-widening involvement
in Southeast Asia.

"1t was .not the first {ime in our
pation’s history. The Spanish-American

War might be a parallel, paens wiiRett

ihe disastrous results of Vietnam.

Put what aboul Congress? When it

" was being taken down the same path
" in 1964 and 1965, might wizer heads have

prevailed had more facts been made

known and a more realistic picture ’

painted?

Gen. Maxwell Taylor, who moved
“from a job as chairman of the joint

- chiefs of staff to-our ambassador in

South Vietnam during the height of the -

puildup, relerred to that question in the
, wake of the disclosures of the Pentagon

. Papers’ contents.

~ challenged,” he said.

‘ “To my knowl'édge, this is the first
“time in history that a government’s right
‘o carry on some of its business outside

the public eye has, in effedt, been

~ But he denied there had becn any‘
‘deception, adding, “One of the problems
here is exactly what is meant. In the

- practice of foreign policy, a President

owes a good deal to certain elements
of Congress —

Congress.” .

. 0K, w;e do have separati
two branches of gov/egﬁﬁxe%’&a
_policy is the obligat

the leadership — in the
~ way of épenness. But the President does
not by any means oweC tnat to all of

v

e (2
Papers (3)

But there’s a lot of difference be-
tween the “openness” 10 which Taylor
vefers and the way it is now apparent
-Congress was also misled in those earlicr -
“years. '

In fact, it was on Aug. 8; 1964, that

the IHouse approved, 416.0, and the
Senate, 882, @ resolution  which gave
President Jehnson authorization to ake
gl necessary Incasures .. - to repel
any armed attack™ against U.S. forces
and ‘o prevent further aggression.”
That became the vehicle under which
the war was expanded.:

At the time, only Scns. Wayne Morse

‘and Ernest Gruening voted against the

resolution.

Over the

ensuing years, others began
to speak out. )

What might have happened, though,
in 1964 and 1985 had at  least
Congressional leaders known of the
opposition to our policies of CIA direclor
John McCone?

Or, in 1965, if 'thciz’d have'ﬁeavd“
some teslimeny from George Ball, un-
dersecretary of state, which reflected a

" countryside.

. nigh

: CIA-RDP91-00901R000600110002-1

“are illiequipped to fight in a ‘non- !

cooperalive 1f mnot downright
: Once we
casuallics, we will have started a well-

irreversible  process.  Our in-

hostile

* yolvement., will be s0 great that we

. were

“

- eaders. - .

July 1 memo which he sent to the y

President? From the viewpoint of 1971,
what he wrote six years ago is almost
uncanny: .

«No one can assure you that we
can beat the Viet Cong or even force
them to the conference table on our
terms,” he said, “no matter how many
hundred thousand white, foreign (U.S.)
troops we deploy. Once we deploy sub-
stauntial numbers of troops in combat,
it will become a war between the U.5.
and a large part of the population of
South Viet Nam. U.5. troops will begin

of the to take heavy castialties in a war they |
Qr.Reléase 2005/11/28 :

ion of the executive.

1

suffer large

@

i

!

.« cannot - without national humiliation

.= stop short of achicving our objectives.
1 think humniliation would be more likely

. — ‘gven after we have paid terrible .

costs.”

At the same time, however, (hat

|

‘these misgivings were being expressed ‘

privately, all public
exaclly - the - opposite,
presumably private. consultations with
Congressional leaders were as oplimistic
as the public mouthings.

War fever, it would seem, was built
up in part because there really wasn’t
any “openness’” on
cxecutive — even with congressiona

" None of which is to criticize the mo-
“tives of our leaders, however. They
obviously did what they felt best. It just |
developed they were wrong. ‘

b )
CIA-RDP91-00901R000600110002-1

pronouncements
and

the part of “the
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The 47-volume Pentagon Papers-—officially called g
. . o . . 5 .. 5 an
“History of the United Stateg Decision-Making Process Fhe egse OF 7 !
on Vietnam Policy”—-present a broken ang admittedly ' F"l ; e i
. M » e & e o S '
Incomplete documentary account of how four admini- . bFonvagon | aGpors ;
strations carried the nation into war, not always with by d AL 27e ;
: X . ) s rasir publice
great foresight and sometimes with plang and decisions Gne raeir JQ ublicga f
withheld from public view. _ vionin parisef the i
. . e - . -~ .
The history is mmcomplete because carly records had disap- et u :
peared. It falls short of z total picture because it presents Aﬁ?k’s‘i ean Bress ags ;
mainly the Yentagon’s record, And 3,000 words of it are a nar- .
-rative avslysis mads by the 36-0dd’ authors involved—a flawed creglred < gO@ﬂ' (‘!{*Cl :
record that often reflects their own biases and prejudices. - . . - . !
. The harsh judgments ‘are to be found In the namative @V CONVHSION eibeyd !
secount by the analysts. To the confusion of the public, more- Victnern medfoe ool ;
-over, portions of the study published in newspapers have nob kfﬁ‘fﬂ@h‘? }3(3’“‘,.}:’ Gite :
always made « clear distinetion beiween the quoted text of a . .
document and the anenymous Listorian’s view of it. fi@‘f;’ Y Weis ereared, !
Yet ag incomplete as the record Is, and imperfect ag it is, - CE ) ."
three major conclusions ean still be drawn: . - Ina rour-peiae i
1. There is apparent evidence of deception and duplicity on the e mee ] comd? ;
yart of the government, duving the administration of former o "JPC’C””!‘“’{'”‘”’? :
resident Lyndon B, Johnson, T L - oy
president Lyndon B, Johuson. ) foday, THE NEVWS |
2. Far from being kept in the dayk, congroessional leaders :
and appropriations committees oy Capitol Iill were fully in- Fevigws _v;;d
Sormed on most operations. . : h i
8. Many of the so-called “secrets” revealed by the Pentagon AGV@!Hﬂf‘{?S ir’sf;,ff&’25 vwe
Papers actually were reported on fully, and with almost pinpoint. - .
accuracy, by the ever-zealous American press, !;,:.;‘v-g ]@gg;'gg\g;' >
Among the presidents involved with the war, Dwight D. - e ;
Eisenhower and John ¥. Kennedy came off lightly compayed g
with Johnson, and Richard Nixon cs]c)apcst'_et;ltire}y, since the. . . z
study does not extend beyond 1968, Reported vy however, un- 50001 objeetive The seeurity of Qo . o . (
‘published portions of tho papers may deal with Nixon's 1¢la. domination, - x)h e Y, T Scutheast Asia .fxgm communist i
wlen he was vice president under Eisenhower, » © e US Sl_'.wt;z. Dcp" i* t o ' }- - .
o1 ¥ 1. s e a Crarimen O "( - :Ia . . . .
. Lyndon Johnson, who Is said to feel that the study 13 bms'ed. role-in encomraging the oustep by ch:L]z;) SOfp%}uet(ll :\"i‘-/t]té,{ 1;(?(}5'“
and distorted, comes under attack as a man who ovdered an in- dent Nge Din) Dien in 1963, Dieny ang i Q)F'dc ”:“g 1}‘-5{'
crease in army forces in Vietnam an‘d a switeh in the combat role ~Ngo Dinh Bhu; were murdered, *ad s sha 0“). roiher,
of Marine Corps baitalions with a directive that “premature pub- 6 Fer . . -
licity be avoided by all possible precautions.” Evidence is to ba sodi kf““}‘f PI'C‘Sldf“L Lyndon Johnson’s aides Were recom-
Tound that there was evasion and cven Iving on the part of "ifn’g”% 'O’},]{om}f of North Vietnam and preparing ‘contingency
some officials about tacticn] moltors, oo ) _p,dr 5, 01(8 ac d_urmg 1964 at the same time he was dencunc.
‘ _ , o s - g his GOP presidential opponent, Sen, Barry Goldwater (R-
Leslie H. Gelb, the former Penlagon official whoe was In Arizl), as “Urigger happy.” - woldie <
“charge of {he historieal compilation, has admitted some of the o US ff' ials oo Lo ) . .
weaknesscs of the final product, \ : -9, officials were cooperating in secret Sotith Viet-

- In his covering letter with the final report, which was sub-
witted Lo the U.S. distriet court here last week ag an exhibit,
Gelb wrote: “Of course we all had our prejudices and axes to
grind and these shine through clearly at times, hut we tried,
we think, to suppress or compensate for thom. ’

“Writing history, especlally where it blends into eurrent
events, is a treacherous exercise. We could not go into the
minds of the decision makers, we were not present at the
decisions, and we often could not tell whether soinething hap-
pened because someone decided it, decided against it, or moal
likely bocauss it unfolded from the situation.” i

Against that backdrop, these are the salient disclosures In
the published portions of the Pentagon Papers:

© Tormer President Eisenhower in January, 1951, approved
2 National Security Council policy stutement selting ss & na-

Approved For Release 2005/1 1128 :

hamese sabotagd attacks against North Vielnam in gperation
34-A long before the Gulf of Tonkin incident, LBJ approved
an 18,000 to 26,000 army force increase fop South Vietnam
and  authorized Marine bat.talions, there to change f'f';m

a defensive to g “more active” mige]
] 1ve” mission. He demanded wever,
that the actions “should be { : eyt

i aken asg rapidly as-practicable Lut
In ways that should minimize a rearance of sud ehanges”
i poltap L i ¢ any apl,eman.ce of sudden Achanges
] Q~LBJ, -as had the late Président Kennedy hefoye him,
zec.c-;l\.r ed a stea(}y stream of conflicting adviee from the soft and
C;X 1?615 on his staff, with Johnson getting warnings from the
r.m'pcts;e‘“ the pla_n'nc_d bombing attacks would not achieve {heir

g ‘\IQ g'ohnseu adﬂvise}‘s, rarticularly Defense Secretary Robert
h 1 cNamara, regarded Lombing pauses not as much help
Loward Peace, but as a time to xegroup and solidify publie

CIA-RDP91-00901R000600110002-1
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As Lyndon Johnson Sees [t

The man in the eye of the storm, Lyn-
don B. Johnson, maintained a calm, and
some thought stoie, silence last wecek,
turning away interviewers who wanted
his reaction to the top-sccret Pentagon
study of his stewardship of the war.
From Austin, he passed the word that
“all questions” raised by the Pentagon pa-
pers would be answered in his own book,
“The Vantage Point,” to be published

- next fall and that he was making “no

changes” in the galleys to accommodate
the -new disclosures. .But behind his si-
lence, Johison was naturally concerned
.about the study and its treatment in the
press. Those in Austin privy to his feel-
ings sketch this picture: .

»z=he ghostly hand of Rebert Kennedy is

on the Pentagon study. Bobby in-
deed may well have inspired the report.
He was close to Robert McNamara and

“about major moves. Georgia’s Richar
Russell, the late chairman of the Armed nates to pursuc possibilities other than

. Pw,
Johnson, 1971 : Ammunition in Austin

he needed an issue for his intended
challenge to Johnson in 1968. He
couldn’t find any weakness in the John-
son record on civil rights, race, health,
education, environment or anything else.
He pinmmed his hopes on Vietnam, anl
McNamara was a Kennedy man, In fact,
the whole Pentagon Lstablishment was
Kennedy. Johnson left it.intact. He trust-
‘ed McNamara—in fact told him once that
if McNamara quit he would have him ar-
rested and brought back.

McNamara, while in the process of be-
coming disillusioned with the war, went
to the Kennedy Center in Cambridge,

v Mass,, and talked with about twenty

Harvard professors around the time he
‘ordered the study. Some of those twenty
-may be among the authors of the report
:—somebody should find out who they are

and who wrote what. TApproved EohReleabe2005/41/28 : CIA-RDP91-00901R6006806:010082fchnson fecls he has a”
.committed. They couldnt make. an_ob- ___The military wanted Johnson to bomb. pretty good pile of ammunition—and his:
jective report. They didnt try to get long before he did. But both McNamara book will make pretty good usc of it.” ™

and Rusk were against it for a Tong Time,,
and Johnson went with them. He vetoed

. - ' -the military recommendation on five dil-
White House and State Department rec- o0t occ.z]sions—in November and De-

ords, which shows they didn’t try very .omber 1964 and on Jan. 2, 1965. Final-
hard. !E thcy were honest they would ly, on Feb. 7, 1965, with the approval of
have dlSqUa]{ﬁ‘?d tThemsislvcs. . . everybody concerned, he OK'd the
Some of The New York Times digest bombing with the idea that it would be a
of the Pentagon study was objective. geieirent to the north. [Johnson's recol-
But parts of it might have been writlen Joiion now is at variance with at least
by John Kemneth Galbraith. Over all, ;o hast version. Five years ago, he told.
it was dishonest—onc distorted and bi- Npwswrei’s Charles Roberts, then the
ased side of the picture. And all the cir- p00sine’s White House correspondent
cumstances surrounding the leak come 1.1 he had made the decision in Octo-
close to treason. The danger now is that po 1964 during the Presidential cam-
President Nivon will be pressured to get paign.] He hadn’t said in his campaign
out of Vielnam before achieving the that lic would never commit Americans
main objective—getting South Vietnam in 4 fight in Vietnam. In New Hampshire,
shape to protect itself. v he said that Asians should fight their own
Onc of Johnson’s big headaches when \yars but in context he wasn’t promising
he tock over the Presidency and the war o1 1o help
cffort was the political instability of the ) '
government in Saigon following the over-
throw and murder of President Ngo
Dinh Diem in 1963. One of the first

The Deserlers

eorge Bundy werc urging strong meas-

things Johnson did was to call in I\IcNa:/ms against North Vietnam, They argued.

mara, Dean Rusk, CIA director John ;\{c’- that the time had come for full use of
Cone and IHenry ,CnbOt Lodge—all JFK Aparican power. Either get in or gel out,
holdovers—and object to what had been they said. At that poi;t Rusk  didn’t
done. While JI'K was out of Washington, agree with them. He wasi’t for getting
a cable frox’n Roger Hilsman, t11c. State o3t but neither was he for a big escala:
Department’s du‘cotg{r of Int'clhg’cnce tion. Ie finally did agree with McNa-
and Research, gave "a gicen light” for jara and Bundy the following June and
the coup. T hat was inexcusable. July, and Johnson issued the orders. Ev-
“erybody agreed by then, Some became
. . _ disillusioned even before leaving the
Critics now were trying to make it gyuemment, Bundy was the first to aban-
scem that hg had decided in 1964 to. Jon ship and Mc¢Namara was next. It
bomb in 1963, that his campaign was a ey have been weakness of character.
lic and that he was trying to put some-  Tately Clark Clifford has been saying
ﬂ““’f{ over on Congress. That just wasn’t that he had orders from Johnson only to
so. There were contingency plans for Vi- find out how to escalate further. But
etnam. There are contingency plans for Johnson has a copy of his order to Clif-
bombing Moscow; that deesn’t mean that ford—initialed by Clifford when he re-
Moscow is going to be borpbed_. Johnson geived it-“telling him to make a broad
always insisted on consulting the Senate study of all alternatives. He also has cop-
es of orders Clifford gave to subordi-

The Senators

Services Committee, and Arkansas’s J. gscalation, .
William Fulbright, chairman of Foreign  His own book, in fact, draws on 31
Relations, always knew what the Admin- #illion documents on file at the LBJ

istration was doing. Russell said so, but Aljbrary. Included in the collection are’

Fulbright conveniently forgot.

The first-Gulf of Tonkin resolution ac-
tually was prepared by Senate leaders.
But it was too complicated to be under-
standable, and Johnson objected. So the
senators asked the Administration to pre-
pare a simplificd version and said they
would adopt it. They all participated.
The government had radio intercepts
showing that North Vietham ordered tor-
pedo attacks on the U.S. destroyers in
Tonkin Gulf. Fulbright has forgotten that,
too—now he claims it was all a fraud—but
he knew it at the time. The resolution
authorizing Johnson to do what he
thought needed doing from then on was
adopted unanimously by the House and
with two opposing votes in the Senate:

. The two dissenters may have been

wrong, but they were at least honest

several memos from men such as Bundy,
Clifford and McNamara, urging a
stepped-up war effort. One of his fa-
vorites, already surfaced in the Times,
shows McNamara proposing on March
16, 1964--five months before the Tonkin
Gulf incident and eleven months before

the Vict Cong attack on Pleiku—that tle -

U.S. should be ready for “retaliation”
against North Vietuam on three days’

notice. Another shows that Bundy, in’

Saigon at the time of the Pleiku attack,
came back to Washington wrging “sus-
tained reprisal” bombing attacks against
North Vietnam, the policy Johnson
adopted. And the former President has
a memorandum showing that Clifford
—as late as March 4, 1968—was recom-
mending “no new peace initiatives” on
Vielnam and advocating the callup of

In January 1965, McNamara and Me-. -
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The War According to the Pentagon Papers .

st=he secret Vietnam sludy commis-

sioned by Robert McNamara is a his-
torian’s dream and a statesman’s night-
mare. With the story splashed on page
one, Americans have for the first time
been able to read some of the crucial
secret documents of a war that is still
being fought. The Penlagon papers are,
at best, only an incomplele account of
America’s slide into the Vietnam quag-
mire. But they are also a revealing--and
deeply disturbing—account of the delu-

“sions, deceptions and honest errors of

judgment that propelled the United
States into a destructively unpopular war,

The initial installments published by
The New York Times and The Washing-

_ton Post transfix' some members of Lyn-

don Johnson’s Administration in a merci-
less spollight. McNamara labors on as the
war’s most tireless techmocrat even after
he has begun to lose heart for the fight.

~Walt Whitman Rostow clings doggedly

to the assumption that America is simply
too powerful to be thwarted. Maxwell
Taylor, the humanist general for whom
Robert Kennedy named one of his sons,

- blusters like a pouty proconsul. And the

.

Bundy brothers grind out options to or-
der, while generals and admirals con-
stantly promote the idea that more is
better.

Other repulations gain from the expo-
sure, George Ball's standing as a presci-
ent dove is enhanced by the tone of his
memorandums, and the intelligence serv-
ices—particularly the CTA—weigh in with

-advice that, in retrospect, often secms

to have been dead right. The spotlight
skips over still other key policymakers.
Dean Rusk figures only rarely in most of
the narrative.- And except for brief ap-
pearances, the most important actor of
all-Lyndon Johnson—broods alone in the
-middle distance.

The material that was made public
covers a period beginninAppnoveds

over the Kennedy years and focuses on

Eor Releasep2008kl

tagon analysis declares: “The U.S. did
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the wartime Johnson era. But even when
it concentrates on the LBJ years, the
Pentagon study is by no means the final
word. It provides a fascinating peek into
the government’s files, but it contains
few Vhite House or State Department
records of the period. It also draws on
few of the private memorandums that
McNamara, Rusk and others wrote for
the President, and it shows no trace of
the many private, soul-scarching con-

versations between top officials, Flawed -

as a current account, the study is no less
seriously flawed as a retrospeclive be-
causc the Pentagon analysts were not
permitted to interview the principal
players in the drama.

But - despite those shortcomings, the
study is invaluable. The Eisenhower cra
material—first printed in The Washing-
ton Post—strikes many of the notes that
were to echo throughout America’s in-
volvement in Victnam., There is the
strong assumption that the stakes ex-
tend beyond Indochina to all of Asia,
and that the U.S. is embroiled in a proxy
confrontation with Communist China.
There are the efforts to solve problems
by backstage maneuvering. And, above
all, there is Washington’s repeated in-
ability to make events in Indochina con-
form to its desires.

A Vote Against Elections

- In 1954, Sccretary of State John Yoster
Dulles fought hard but unsuccessfully at
the Geneva conference on Indochina to
prevent the scheduling of elections in
Vietnam which, he feared, “might even-
tually mean unification [of] Vietnam un-
der Ho Chi Minh.” But despite Dulles’s
strong stand, the U.S. backed away from
taking overt action on ils own in Indo-
china. In 1955, when South Vietnamese
strongman Ngo Dinh Diem refused even

to consider hddmé&):}@/kqﬁmﬁ

65: Karly in the war, the U.S. ran out of alternatives to pressure S

-tas that followed him were fast losing

- The New York Times—warned against

elections, Washing- o&cmtions against the.state of North Vi-
90t

Operation  Plan  34A. Directed from

S

not-—as is often alleged—connive with
Diem to ignore the elections.” And al-
though Dwight Eisenhower permitted
the military to draw up contingency. plans
for American intervention in Laos and
Vietnam, he decided against such a step
when Dulles failed to line up support
from America’s allies. .
By the time Lyndon Jobnson took of-
fice, the situation in South Victnam had
worsened. Diem had been assassinated,
and the sad scries of revolving-door jun-

their grip on the country. “We should
watch the situation very carcfully,” De-
fense Secretary: McNamara wrote in De-
cember 1963 alter a visit to South Viet-
nam, “running scared, hoping for the
best, but preparing for more forceful
movoes if the situation does not show
carly signs of improvement.” This con-
cern was by no means confined to secret
government deliberations. .By March
1964, Sen.-J. William Iulbright was
warning Congress that there were “only
two realistic options open to us in Viet-
nam in the immediate future: the ex-
pansion of the conflict in one way or
another or a renewed effort to bolster
the capacity of the South Vietnamese to
prosccute the war successfully on its-
present scale.” And as the mood of crisis
deepened, many newspapers—including

the possible loss of South Vietnam to the
Communists.

But although the American people
were well aware that things were going
badly 'in South Vietnam—an awareness.
that would be heightened during the
Goldwater-Johnson election campaign—a
whole spectrum of undercover activitics.
was kept secret from them. The Penta-
gon papers show that on I'eb. 1, 1964,
“an elaborate program of covert military

000600

10002der the code name

pontinued
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' To see the conflict and owr parf in it
" as a tragedy without villains, war crimes

without criminals, lics without liars, es-
pouscs-and promulgates a view of pro-
cess, roles and motives that is not only

» grossly mistaken but which underwrites

deceits that have served a succession of
Presidents.

;
%THE issucs were momentous, the sit-
" I vation unprecedented. The most mas-
;sive leak of secret documents in U.S.
'history had suddenly exposed the sen-
{sitive inner processcs whereby the John-
ison Administration had abruptly esca-
lated the nation’s most unpopular—and
unsuccessful—war. The Nixon Govern-
ment, battling stubbornly to withdraw
from that war at its" own deliberate
pace, took the historic step of secking
to suppress articles before publication,
and threatened criminal action against

—Daniel Ellsberg

Lo

“Penfagon Fopers:

N

S o i

that the Government ‘was fighting so

ficrcely to protect. Those records af--

forded a rare insight into how high of-
ficials make decisions affecting the lives
of millions as well as the fate of na-
tions. The view, however constricted or
incomplete, was deeply disconcerting.

The records revealed a dismaying de- ..
gree of miscalculation, burcaucratic ar- -

rogance and deception. The revelations
severely damaged the reputations of
some officials, enhanced those of a few,
and so angered Senate Majority Lead-
er Mike Mansficld—a long-patient Dem-
ocrat whose own party was hurt most
—that he promised to conduct a Sen-
ate investigation of Government decision
making.

The scosational affair began quictly
with the dull thud of the 486-page Sun-
day New York Times arriving on door-
steps and in newsrooms. A dry Page
Onc headline~—VIETNAM ARCHIVE! PEN-

3_2905218 Ia@N GfxRDP91-00901RQ00600110002-1

The Secret Wor

STAT

John Mitchell charged that the Times's'
disclosures would cause ‘‘irreparable in-!
jury to the defense of the United States” '
and obtained a temporary restraining
order to stop the series after three in-
stallments, worldwide aftention was in-
evitably assured.

A Study Ignored

The Times had obviously turncd up‘

a big story (see Press). Daniel Ells-
beirg, a former Pentagon analyst and su-
perhawk-turned-superdove, apparcntly
had felt so concerned about his in-
volvement in the Viet Nam tragedy
that he had somchow conveyed about
40 volumes of an extraordinary Pen-
tagon history of the war to the ncws-
paper. Included werc 4,000 pages of
documents, 3,000 pages of analysis and
2.5 million words—all classified as se-
cret, top sccret or top secret-sensitive.
The study was begun in 1967 by Sec-

A i e

T e s S e

the nation’s most eminent newspapcer.
* The dramatic collision between the
Nixon Administration and first the New

. York Times, then the Washington Post,

raised in a new and spectacular form
the unresolved constitutional questions
about the Government’s right to kecp

- its planning papers secret and the con-

flicting right of a frec press inf
the publicahow its CAPBE&Y&Q‘%QEL

DR .

9
e
= tioned (sce story page—17). Yet, even--

comseme—mioTe. fundamental, the Icgal battle fo-_ _as.not to gi

. . ) JULY 1965: JOHNSON DISCUSSING VIET NAM POLICY BEFORE TELEVISION SPEECH
s _ Always the secret option, another notch, but never viclory.

TAGON STUDY TRACES 3 DECADES OF
GROWING U.S. INVOLVEMENT—was fol-
lowed by six pages of deliberately low-
key prose and column after gray col-
umn of official cables, memorandums
and position papers. The mass of ma-
terial scemed to repel readers and cven
other newsmen. Nearly a day went by be-
fore the nctworks and wire scrvices

ey T b vl Attarneyv (1eneral

. ~

retary of Defense Robert McNamnra,‘
who had become disillusioned by the fu-
tility of the war and wanted future his-’

torians to be able to determine what
had gone wrong. For morc than a ycar,
35 researchers, including Ellsberg, Rand
Corporation experts, civilians and uni-
formed Pentagon personnel, worked out
of an office adjoining McNamara’s. With

asR1200%/1 1128 1:GIAYREPA 00301 ROO0600M00D 2 ere able to obtain
action was to refrain from comment so-
ve.the series any greater *‘ex-

Pentagon documents dating back to ar-
_guments within the Truman Adminis-
fration on whether the U.S. should help
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Storm Over Leaked Documents—

Q,
ALTERED THE

SECRET DECISIONS THAT —
VIETNAIM WAR
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Impact of Pentagon’s massive analysis of
the Goverrunent’s policﬁl-making processes on
Vietnam—disclosed by ‘‘The New York Times”’
—exiends far beyond the war itself.

In the published documents: recominie (e 5T
tions and judgments at high levels, showing
how the nation’s vast military commitments in

‘the Indo-China conflict took shape.

p s ¢ =l TATIER
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l ruror over publication of scecret

“dmaterial on  step-by-step escalation
of the U. S. role in Vietnam has taken on
far-reaching proportions.

The controversy was triggered on Junc
13 when “The New York Times” began
printing a series of arlicles based on a
“Pentagon study of how and why Ameri-
can involvement in the Indo-China war
grew to its peak commitment of forces
“totaling half a million men.

The “Times” articles included  classi-
fied documents submitted to President
Johnson by advisers such as Defense
-Sccretary Robert S. McNamara, Director
John A. McCone of the Central Intelli-

\j gence Agency and White Housc aides
McGeorge Bundy and Walt W. Rostow;
.also texts of decisions to be implemented
“through the National Security Council
“and Joint Chicfs of Staff.
~ A bombshell effect—which Govern-
‘ment officials now expeet to be felt for
months—increased with publication, on
June 14 and 15, of the second and third
articles in a scheduled multipart series.

Expanding repercussions. Disclosures
of secret decisions on U. S.

_strategy touched off bursts

of anger in Congress and T

in foreign capilals and
brought unprecedented ac-
tion by the Nixon Ad-
ministration.

The Department, of Jus-
tice sought an injunction
banning further publica-
tion of material obtained
by “The Times” on the
ground that it would
‘cause  “irreparable injury
to the defense interests of
the United States.”

On June 15, U.S. Dis-
trict Judge Murray I. Gur-
fein, in New Yok, is-
sucd a restraining, order

halting publicatio?BB&Qved F‘GFR&I&'&S&"?B ' T
“ing arguments and a rul- President-Johnson and Defense Secretary McNamara. Series in
“Times” focused on top-level documents that shaped strategy. . .

ing on the Govemment’s

demand for a permanent injunction.

White House officials said action was
taken against “The Times” not only be-
cause U. S. interests were damaged, but
for the further reason that publication
of classified documents, if unchallenged,
would sct a dangerous precedent.

“Responsibility to publish.”” Gist of
the stand taken by “The Times” was ex-
pressed in an cditorial on June 16, in
thesc wortds: '

“A fundamental responsibility of the
press in this democracy is to publish
information that helps the people of the
United States to understand the pro-
cesses of their own Government, especial-
ly when those processes have been
douded over in a veil of public dis-
simulation and even deception.”

While the Federal Bureau of Investi-
gation and other arms of the Govern-
ment sought to fix responsibility for the
leak of the secret material to “The
Times,” diplomatic and congressional
reverberations continued.

Secrctary of State William P. Rogers
told a news conference on June 15 that

FA-RDP91-009071ROG06061

publication of the articles was a vio-
lation of the law on scorel documents
and a “very serious matter” that would
cause a “great deal of difficulty” for
the U.S. in its relations with foreign
governments.

Mr. Rogers said that the Statc De-
partment  had received  diplomatic in-
quirics from other governmenls express-
ing concern about the articles and raising
questions as to whether those goverm-
ments could be sure of dealing with the
U. S. on a confidential basis.

“peliberate escalation.”” The Com-

munist world was quick to react. The

Sovict news agency, Tass, asserted that
the documents published in the “Times”
serics “confrm the United States de-
liberately escalated and broadened the
war in Indo-China, and misled the
American public in giving its reasons for
doing so.”

In Australii—which has contributed
troops to the Vielnam war effort—-"“The
Sydney Daily Mimor” declared in an
editorial that the secret Pentagon papers
“show that while President Jolmnson was
wiming friends with his
apparent  sincerily
humanity be was, at the
same ~ time, provoking
North Vietham juto an es-
calated war.” :

The Paris
“France  Soi”

newspaper
said the

TR TR gt

Vietnam™ M. Johnson

“misled Congress.”

comment camc from Sen-
ator  Barry Goldwatcy
(Rep.), of Arizona, who
was Lyndon Johnson's op-

: dential race.

f}} Senator Goldwater said
10002} knew during the 1964
campaign that Ny, John-
_contThuad.

and

“Times” articles show that”
“in” order to attack North'

On Capitol 1Iill, sharp

ponent in the 1964 presi- .
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By Mo orton Kondvacke
- end Thomas B. Ross
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WASHINGTON — The Nixon admmw
“tration was advised hy the Central In-

telligence Agency in 1809 that it could imme-
-diately withdraw from Vietnam and “all of
Southeast Asia would remain just as it is at
least for anotner aeneration.”

Government  documents revealed Friday
that the CIA oficred the foilowing prediction
of what wonld ha appen if President
the start of his administration, had pulied all

U.S. troops ‘out of Vietnam and opencd tise

way to a possible Viet (‘ongJ tke-over of the
*Saigon government:

“We would lose Laos Jmmcmatclv -Siha-
‘nouk would preserve Cambodia by a strad-

dling effort. All of Scutheast Asia would remajn.

just as it is at least for another gencration,
“Thailand, in particular, would conlinue to
maintain close relations ‘with the U.S, and
would scck additionzl support. " Simulta-
neously, Thailand would make overtures and
" move toward China and the Soviet Union. It
would simply take aid from both sides to pre-
serve iis independence.

- “North Vietnam v/o"ld consume itscl in
"Laos and South Victtenn Only Laos would
definitely follow into ihe C("nm unist orbit.”
~In totally rejecting the so-called
theory ou which U.S. policy was based in the
Eisennhower, Xennedy and-Johnson adminis-
trations, the CIA took 2 position consistent
with a long line of estimates dating back to

the original U.S. involvement in 1954,

For example, the documents show that en
\/\May 25, 1964, the CIA declared in a Nationdd
Intélligence Estimate that the United States
would “retain considerable leverage in South-

. o> .
Rebext MeNamara's doubts in 19(‘-5 Gl ©5-.

“caloting the war revealed, Page 6. 7

o . x - e -
a<t Asia even 1f Laos zvnd South” Vietnam

- came under North Victnamese control,” -

The CIA produced the éstimate as part of -
‘its pessimistic assessment of the value of .

launching a bombing campaign against North
’ fo*tnam It mgucd that air attncks were un-
likely to break Hanoi's will and cartied the
- danger of cscaiating the war into o direct
confrontation with Communist China and the
Soviet Union., .~ - .z

Nixon, at -

L ments in

) .
LOoMmIno.

STAT
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. S5
“Reétaliatoly measures which the North
might take in Loos and -South - Viet-

nam,” the CIA declaved, fnizht make it in-

ClLuSl']"lV difficult for the U.S. to regavd its
objectives as aftainable by limited means.

“Thus, difficulties of comprchension might in-
- erease

sides as scale of

-

on both action

‘mounted.’ )
Yormer Pie\vdun 1\n<wn B. Johnson 10-

jected the CIA's advice and started wstc.mou :

bombing in February, 188
Slmth tly, President Nixen disvegarded the
CIA estimate in 1569 and decided on a slow
withdrawal, an cxpansion of the war.into
Cambodia and Jaocs and a pavtial revival of
ihe bombing of North Vietnam,
On several occasicis since coming to oifice,
Mz, Nixon has referred to immediate, total
U.S. withdrawal from Southeast Asia as “pre-

“cipitate” and the cquivalent of “our cefeat

and humitiation,” .

In various ways, he has signaled an in-
tention to preserve non-Communist goveri-
Seuth Vietnam, Laos and Cambodia.

Tustead of pullmg out of Vietnam’ rapidly,
Mr. Nixon has withdrawn gradually, to give
the South Vietnamese a “reasonable chance”
to maintain thelr present government. -

U.S. troop levels were at 540,000 when Mr.
Nixvon took ofiice. They arc scheduled lo be
down to 184,600 by Dec. 1, close to the end of
Mr, Nixou's thivd year in office. The Presi-
dent has not said when — if cver -~ U.S,
forces will be completely gone [rom VlClll(‘d'ﬂ.

Meanwhile, Mr. Nixon stoutly denicd that
the invasions of Cambodia in 1669 apd wLaos in

1970 constituted expansions of the war or.
“were even related to political condjtions in

those couniries.
In 1969, U.S. troops joined South Vielnani-
ese forces in the invasion, while the Laos in-

“ cursion was conducted by Vielpamese ground

forces suppoued by U.S. planes and hohcop-
‘ters.

Mr. Nixon defended both actions as cfforts
to speed the “end of the war” in Soulh- Viel-
nam. Nevertheless, the adminisiration has
exhibited interest in preserving the non-Com-
munist character of the governments of Laos

~and Cambodia.

There has been @ nnssnve m[uyon of mili-
tary and econoraic aid to the anti-Communist
regime of Lon Nol in Cambadia, and U.S. air
power ‘continues (o support South Vielnamese

and Cambadian ar my combat . operalions

& ‘(‘-;ﬂ;'

heels of Lon Nol's overthrow of Sihanouk,
the man the CIA predicied would retain pow-
er if the United States left Southeast Asia.
. The United States did not leave, and Sihanouk
“fell. In some quarters, his overthrow has been

rascribad to the CIA.

. In YLaos, the United States has continued
gxtensive bombing raids both. aleng the Ho
Chi Minh infiltration voutes in the southern
part of the country and in norih Laos near the
Plain of Jars.

The north Laos operations -— bombing and
ajd to anti-Communist guerillas—are lmned to
- retention of a neutralist gov cmmcnl in Vien-

tiane, the capital.

The government documenis, discloscd fo
The Sun-Times .by a number of reliable
sources, show the CIA consistently reported
that the bombing of Nevth Victnam was not
clicctive, either in military or political terms.

The CIA's estimates, the docunients also re-
veal, provided the basis for former Defense
Sec. Clark Clifford’s silent campaign to get
tne bormbing stopped in 1258,

The CIA’s Office of National annmtcs ad-
vanced the case against the bombing in 1965
despite CIA Director Joim A, MceCone’s ad-
vice that U.S. planes “hit them harder, more
frequenlly, and inflict grealer damage.” 7

In an April 2,-1883, memo to Sce. of State
Dean Rusk, White House adviser McGeorge

-Bundy and Ambassador Maxwell D. Tu}lOl,

MceCone argued that Mr. Johnson's decision
the previous day to commit U.S, troops to
combat would: work only “if our air sfrikes
against the north are sufficiently heavy and-
damaging 1cally to hurt the No1lh Vietnam-
ese.”

"He warned that a slo.\’ eqcahnon of lhv
bombmg would open the U.S. government (o

“increasing pressure” from the press and
. public opinion to stop the raids.

- Then, McCone concluded: “We will find

ourselves mived down in combat in the jungle’

in a militacy effert that we cannot win, and
from which we will have e\»umc dlmcully in
extracting ourselvés.”

DN
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By Morton Kondracke _
and  Thomas B. Ross |

- © . Sun-Times Bureav
' Copyrighf, 1971, C!;icago Sun-Times

WASHINGTON -~ Secret Pentagon “war gamps" indic:}tod
early in 1964 that strategic borabing of North Vieluam might
be a failre, and other high-level studies in 1657 concluded that
the policy had indeed failed, . R :

Despite the warnings of 1864, which emerged from compu-
terized “‘Sigma games” reminiscent of the movie “Dr. Strange-
love”-—the administration of former President Lyndon B.
Johnson ordered the bomhing 1o begin in March, 1953, under
the code name “Rolling Thunder.”.

And despite the analyscs of 1967 -— which include photos of
var maleriel leaving Yugoslavia and avriving in North Viet-
nam--the boinbing was not finally halied until late 1968,

The carly war games predicted — corvectly -~ that North
Vietnam ceuld station civilians on aivstrips to deter U.S.
Bombing and, if thoy were hit anyway, céuld use the fact (o

prepaganda advantage.

After the hombing had been under way for 214 years, the
1967 study showed that exaggerated claims for the success of
the Bombing hiad-been fabricated in Vielnam and were be-
lieved by high-ranking officials in Washingfon.

Top-secret Pentagzon documents aud other sources aleo in-
dicale a set of significant switches in U.S. aims i bombing
North Vietnam. At first, the Johnson administration thought
hombing stationary targels would break the will of North Viet-
nam and its leaders. Within a wonth, howcver, U.S, (_)jfi(;ialS
concluded that bombing weuld not accomplish that plcpose,

aund the United States began trying to interdict supplics head--

ing from Nerth Vietnam to South Victuam, '

"By April 20, 1565, the U.S. command concluded that bombing
the north would not win the war, and Lhat victory could come
only by defeating the Viet Cong on' the ground in South Viet-
nam. L o "

Nevertheless, the bombing continued until it was stopped
totally an the eve of the 1868 presidential clections.

In 1967, a study pancl headed by Defense Undersecretary
Paul Nitze concluded that the results of the bombing had been
largely negative. The study concluded tha( there was no way
to stop the flow of materiel into North Vietnam and no way lo
interdict it on its way to the south. |, '

Ninety-five per cent of North Vietnam’s war supplies en-

tered through Haiphong Harbor — a forbidden target under -

President Johnsow’s rules. Had the harber boen attacked, how-
ever, supplics could have been shipped in by railroad from
Port Biurd in China. ' o

In 214 years of bombing, the study concluded, Nortlt Viet-:
nam had the same number of tcucks — 11,000 —- as it had

when the bombing began, only thoy were new trucks in 1867,
replacing the old ones of 1863, « - '
The United States had knocked out 70 per cent of North

© Vietnam’s electrical plants, yet the north had more gencrating

Capacity than it had before the war started. Diesel generators

. had been shipped in,

SUIT PTRES
25 June 1971
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Bombs dumped at sea

Further, evidence indicated that U.S. policy encouraged.

U.S. pilots to dump their hombs at sea or avoid their primary

~largets. :

Military budgets depended on flying the maximum number
of sorties authorized by Washington, meaning that pilots had
Lo make two bowbing runs a day. To co that, they would have
had to ily the shorlest rowte to target, which were known as
“milk runs,” that were saturated with cnemy antiaircraft de-
fenscs. ’ ) : o

A pattern develgped: Pilots would fly part of the milk 1un
oaly, drop their bombs short bf target or in the sea, [y back to
their bases -- getiing credit for oue sortie — refuel, then fly
out and bomb secondary target$ outside North Victnam, either
along the Ho Chi Minh Trail or elsewhere in Laos. '

Documents indicate thaf the North Vietuamesa became ac-
custonied to the pattern and scheduled truck tvaffic along the
Ho Chi Minh Trail to coincide witl: the arrival of second sor-

lies, - ) '

Documents indicate- that 15 minutes béfore the plancs ar-
rived at their secondary target, the trucks moved off the trail,
waited in the bush, watched the bombs drop, then continued’
on their way. - T S

i Statistics reporied doctored

There was a high sortie rale and a large consuraplion of
bombs but, indications weve that statistics were doclored to
make it appear to Washington that the planes were drepping
their ordinance on primary targels in North Vietnam. -

The Nitze study reached conclusions, affer 214 years of
bombing, that were similar to the prodictions laid down by
top-secret study groups in 1963 and early 1534, One of these
was an interagency lask force, the Vielnam Werking Group,
‘headed by William I, Sullivan, currently deputy assistant sec-
retary of state for Fast Asian Affairs. ’

Simultancously, high-level officials were meeting poriod-
ically in the Pentagou's war game rooms to play “Sigma
games,” the devising of possible U.S. bembing strategies, Jike-..

ly North Vietnamese -counterstrategics, and U.S. cou‘nlcr:

countersirateaies. )
The officials were split into a "“Red Team,” headcd by Mar-

- :shall Green, assistant sccretary of state for East Asian af-

" fairs, matched against a “blue team” thal consisted of
McGeorge Bundy, then President Johuson's national security
adviser; his brother, William, from the Stale Department, ;.n:[
Generals Farle Wheeler, chairman of the Joint Chiefs of §taff

and Curiis E. LeMay, Air Force chief of staff, '

o They plan Hauoi roles ]

It was Green’s team, playing the roles of Hanois leaders,
which suggested putting civilians on the airfield ruways,

Separatcly, the Sullivan task force and the Sigma players
reached similar conclusions in the spring of 1964; North Viet- .
fiam would be able to withstand aerial punishment and expand
its aid to guerrillas in the south. Bombing the north would
improve the morale of the people’ there, not break their will,
and the Unted States would inhierit the image in the world of
“butly.” '

While documenting a case against strategic bombing, the

“Sullivan committee recommended Rolling Thunder on other

grounds. Its report said: “We must prove to the world U.S,

01 RbOOGOO1 10002-1
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Mhere is a way row {o hurt Vietram
ﬁ’} warmakers in the only sensilive
part of their anatomy—the pocketbook.
That is a mass boycott of Standard Oil,
an action just recommended by the
World Peace Council for global applica-
ticn. The boycolt is already being ac-
-tively promoted in Chicago and Califor-
“pia and, as a national campaign with the
concentrated backing of the peace move-
" ment, it can greatly sirengthen the pres-
_sure to force withdrawal of the United

- States from Indoclina.

“Three of the “Seven Sisters” of the
International Petroleumn Cartel are Stand-
ard Oil compenicu—Standard 0il Com-
pany (New Jersey), known as “Jersey,”
Standard Oil Company of California, and
Mobil Qil Corporation (N.Y.), Two other
Standard Oil companies, Marathon Oil
(Ohio), and Standard Oil Comn'my (In-
diana), are increasingly active in xorugn
investments.

Three companies divide up the oil
business of Scuth Vietnam—Jersey, Shell,
and Caltex. Caltex is a joint company of
Standard of California and Texaco. For-
merly Jersey shared its Vielnamese

- business with Mobil—in a joint company,

:Standard Vacuum-—but bought out the’

share of its across- thc -river sister com-
_panyin1952.

Standard  0Oil has been in chtnc.m
since' the turn of the century. When the
U.S. took over South Vietnam {rom Frencl
colonizlists in the 1950Cs, Standard Va-
cuum became the largest U.S. bhusiness
in the country. Its general manager,
George Case, told a Congressional Com-
mittce: p] .

“My own coripany . . . has very salis-
factory relations with the Vietnarese

(Diem) Goverizment. We have access to .
. Our -
. rclutxons with U*e -American Governmcnt'
1

any official that we want to sce.

offxmals in the country are also {ood
and we can get a fair, honest hearing at
any. tlme thh exthez government. i
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HMost familie
are againsi ihe wer
well dnown — there
ore] 9“ Of”um" in price ar

VA boyeoit of Sf tondard O can be effective.
as own cars and a decided majority
. St *z'J el Qi brands ar

are ol '“"rlcj tives avail-

cf guelity.’

Civilian oil imported into South Viet-
nam is financed by U.S. “foreign aid”
funds; military oil, by the U.S. Delense
Depa rtment——a]l is paid for by U.S. tax-
paycers. Jersey, Mobil, and Standard of
Califorria arc the ﬁrce largest suppliers
of ofl to the Penlagor Tnem lotal sales
in fiscal 18 69 and {xsch.ISin came to

_$1% billion.

Much energy was devoted by U.S.
peace forces to the boycott of napalm-
maker Dow Chemical. But the main in-
grediznt is not Dow’s thichener, but
Standard Oil’s gasoline. Moreover, Jei-
sCy p,(yeo a ledding role in the devel-
opment of the ndoalm weapon.

In 1955 the Vietnam cartel group p]:m-
ned {o set up a refinery near Saigon, to
be run by Jers s2y. But National Libera-
tion Front victorics have indefinitely de-
fayed this aclion. However, Standard
Oil companics are among those strain-
ing to participate in the offshore oil
which the Thieu Government says it will
lease. An American oilman, representing
‘onz of the world’s most powerful” com-

panies—obviously Standard Oil-—threaten-

ed to “‘reduce or block all economic aid
%o South Vietnam” if the puppel govern-
ment gave French interests a prominent
share in the offshore oil. The Thieu Gov-
erement complied (NY 13 imes, 6/11). '

A O

‘There is great danger that U.S. oil
corapanies, if once establis
will use the U.S, fleet to protect their
position from a liberated South Vietnam.

Thailand, deeply Involvedin the Indo-
china War, is another .happy hunting
ground for Standard Oil companies. Jer-
tey has an asphalt plant which it plans
tp expand into a full-fledged refinery.
Standard of Indiana and Marathon have

hed coffshore,

P

large conceéssions off Thailand, and Jer-
sty a monsier concession off the Malay-
sia-Thai border arca.

The largest offshore oil production in
the world today is off Louisiana. But a
major oil company official made this
comparison: “Yet the Louisiana area is
minute compared with Southeast Asia —
about like a postage stamp on an ele-
phant's rear end.” (Ccean I:SJstry De-
cember 1859). Standard Oil is m?ym“ for
stakes of tens of billiens in Southeast
Asia, at the expense of millicns of lives.

The Standard Oil companics, of course,
are part of the Rocxez’eller—Cn ase Man-

- hattan Bank-Standard Qil financial-indus-
trial empire. With U.S. aggression at its

ob

heigit, Chase Manhattan opened the first
U.S. branch bank in Saxffon Sct up to
serve the U.S. shadow government and
the military, it was a fortress bank,
windowless, with shooting holes for ma-
¢hine guns.

The Rockefeller-Standard Oil group
has been foremost in puqhmd the aggres-
sive expansionist U.S. foreign ‘volicy in
general, and in Vietnam in particular.
Leo D: Welch, then Treasurer of Jersey,
said that the U.S. must seize “pohtlcﬁl
social and economic” leadership in
world affairs: “We (are) the m'—uorxty
stockholder in this corporation known as

the world. Nor is this for a given term

of office. Thisisa permapent obligation”
(Speeeh to National Foreign Tradp Coun-
cil, Nov. 1948). . ‘

Nelson Rockefeller, the fquly s chief
political spokesman, "*:xs been an influen-
tial “hawk” throughout. He gave public

.support to the most aggressive actions

of Democratic and Republican admini-
trations in Vietnam. Rockefeller men
devised and have led the attempted ex--

ot Lmied
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'\\' &‘:HI\‘GTO\‘——'.\;d\x ed for the
first time that the -United States
faced ‘a cdntwm situation in the
Vietnam waty Plcsnlent John T
Security Coun-_
cit-in August, 1953, rejectad the rec-
anmmendation of 2 State Department

_expert on Vietnam to pull out honor-

ably; the Pentagon's top -secret his-
tmy of the war <how=

Instead, Scc1efqlv of Qtate Dean
Rusk put down such talk from one
of his subordinates as "speculative,”

-saying:

"It would bl.. far betler for us to
3tart on the firin basis of two things
-—-that we will not pull cut of Viet-
nain-until the war is won, and that
we w ill notrun a coup.” ‘

© Overrvuled ¥xpert Naméd

“he expert overruled by Rusk was
Paul M. Kattenhurg,. then head of
the Stale Depariment's Vietnam
Working Group. who had dealt with
President Ngo Dinh Diem of South
Vietnam for 10 years.” Then-Vice
President, Lyndon B. Johnson and
Sceretary of Defenze Robert S, Me-
Namara, among other important of-
ficials, hacked Ru ks view, tn° ac-
count. says. :

- "The report on lhe session, hclrl at
lhc Stale Departiment and chaired
by Rusk in President Keonedy's

U juncture it would be bet

- Krulak's memorahdum iz included
In previously unpublished scctions
of the report that The Timés has ob-

tamed 'lhe sections zre from 1he

same Pentzzon ctudy that were the
subject of pu\loue stories in the
New York Times, Washington Post
and Boston Glob* It was prepared
b) a tesm of Pentagon analysts un-
der a directive from dcNamara-in
1968. The analysts had access to
documents only on file in the De-
fem., Department. The analysts did
ot have zceess to the complete files
at thc White House or State Dq)alt
ment.
The moctmt" Txlulpk dc._cuhcp was
called as-a "where-do-we-go-from-
“here" session after a group of 8 aigon

zenetals failed to hunff off a coup,

against the lnclea<l|1"[y mmopulalﬂ
oo to the other side and we

regime headed by Diem.
’lhe meeting was a Key session in

the period from May to No-
vemher, 19683, during
which non-Commiunist op-
position to the Dicra re-
gime grew rapidly and
eventually boiled over into.
the overthirow of Diem and
‘the assassination of him
and his brother Ngo Dinh’
Nhu on Nov. 2. '

“During the National Se-
curity Council session,
Kattenburg advanced the
suggestion that, in Kru-
lak's words, "At this junc-
ture it would be better for
us to make the decision to
Zet out honorably.”

“The complete text of
Irulak's veport on Katten-
burg's presentation said:

"My, Kattenburg stated
that as rccontly as last
Thursday it was the heliel,
ol Ambassador (Henry Ca-
bot) Lodge (Jr.) that, if we
uidlertake td live w ith this
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bonzes (BUTCGIIST ITTOTRS]
we are going to be throwy
out of the country in siy
month»

: 'Would.No{ Separate
s*He stated that at thid
ter for us to make the deci

sion to get out honorably
He wenl on to say that

? having heen acquaintec
swith Diem for 10 years, he
was rlccply dlxdppomte(l
in him, saying that he will
not separ ate from his
brother. It was Katten-
burg's view that Diem will
get Tittle support [rowo the
nilitaryand, as time goes
on. he will get less and less
support and the country
will go steadily downhill.
"Gen. (Maxwell D.) Tay-
Jor (then chairman of the
Joint Chicfs of Staff)
asked what® Kattenburg
meant when he said that
e would ke forced out of
Vietnam within six
months,  Kattenburg  re-.
plied that in {from six
months to a year, as peo-
ple sce we are 10<mrr the
war, ‘they will gmdually

\\111 he obliged to leave.
.. Rusk’ dxsml\scd the view
a nd McNamara agreed.
Ruq}\ then went on to say
{here was "good proof,” in
Krulak's term, that the wav
was being won. Lyndon
Johnson afflccd saying
{hat "from both a ptachcal
and a political viewpoint,
(it would be a dizaster to
pull out; that we should
ftop pla\ma cops and rob-
bers and get back to talk-
ing \tldldht to the GVN
ISaigon gmcmment) and
lhat we should once again
-0 about winning the
war.” .

iv

Sharply Cri(ical

5 The Pentagon reporl on

the meeting was charply

rritical of the delibera-
“tipns, It spoke of the offi-

‘cials' "rambling inability

1o focus the plOb](‘m in-

‘deed’ to reach common

agreement on the nature of

thc problem.”

. #bsonce, is contained in 2 menoran- repressive regime, with its
dum writlen hy Mavine Maj. Gen. bayoncts al cvery street :
"Vietor €. Kruwlak, then the Penta. corner and its transpavent > "More importantly,
gon's top . e\pelt on counterinsur- negotiations with puppet hO\\C\Cl the meeling is

gency. - ‘Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA- RDP91“tfo§b‘+Rﬁd’b%‘6b°i%b‘6§ 1
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NOF smpns'noly, prize-win-
ning historian James Mac-
~Gregor DBurns sees the New:
York Times' publicalion of
major Vietnam war docu-
ments as providing imporiant
benefits for the American peo-
‘ple and their chroniclers. But
he also has some big reserva-
tions aboul the effect of this
particular underlaking.

Said Mr. Burns in a tele-

.‘p‘wue interview:

~ “I'd rather have parlial disclosure than none.
at all.”

He considers it an unforgivable failure of
"government thal the major materials of histo-
Ty arc, by common practice, generally kept
bottled up for a generation or more.

" The State Department is only now releasing
the full documentaion of events which traa-

spired in 184546, Mountains of priceless evi-
dence contained in presidential papers from
Narry Truman and thru Lyndon Johnson are

still screened from all but very Qp\,Clal view-
ing.

Mr, Burns lhinks the State Deparlment’s 23-
“year embargo on release is absurdly long,
There have been suggestions thte limit ought
{0 be no more than 10 years, just a bit beyond
a sitting president's possible two terms. Bul
Sen, Edround Muskie is proposing that an in<
“dependent board sury ey classified matter and
“turn much of it loose after two years.

-~ 0 (2] ©

I]; AVING made his point on the “hislorian's‘

‘right to know,” Mr, Burns contends, however,
that The Times’ use of the so-called Pentaaon
papers has an effecl which is “terribly dthI‘t-
ing and may do great injustice to some oo~
plc ll

For one thing, the 7,000-page war study is
Jbased wholly on the Pentagon’s files. It does
not draw upon former President Johnson’s
papers, nor upon the still impounded State De-
partment materials. Any of these found in the
study are there by the accident of being in
Pcntagon files. Thal means the study s “inside
history” of the Vietnam war is necesdarxly
prossly mcomplcte

. For instance, it is estimaled that in LBJ's
newly christened library in Austin, there arc
some 3.1 million separate classificd docu-
ments. Inevitably, a sizable proportion must
deal with the war. No historian and no journal-
ist yet have had access to this gold mine.

S
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Mi‘. Burng ViCV‘;’S’ as ‘;ali.l TITC COTNpPIariT vr
some that a-pood part of the published docu-
mentation in the Penlagon papers represents
not presidential decision, not settléd policv'
but conlingency planning. :

He makes another point heard in many
quarters — that many memos, position papers’
and the like can only be understood in their
full context. In the study, no principal in the

. Johnson -administration could be interviewed/

Was & papcr ordered by a superior (o present!
one side of a case? Was twhe writer giving his!
true views or playing devil’s advocate?

. <] (4] [] -

A.RTHUR SCHLY:SINGER, JR., once said of
his White House years that much present top-
level history runs .thru telephone wires but no
farther. Laler recollecticns, put down in “oral
histories,” are often fuzzy. S

The consequence -of these limitations is dis-
tortion. Averell Harriman, foreign affairs aide
.to many presidents, says, for example, that
“the Penta con study makes former Assistant
Defense Sccrela ry John McNaughton look like
a “warlike fellow,”” but that in fact he was
always dovish.-Do the documents support Mz,
Johnson’s judgment that the then Defense See-
-retary Robert McNamara and then CIA head
John McCone were the “most docite” of hl:
advisers? -

Professor Burn 1mmonsely happy at hav-
hig sorne of the raw stuff of the war years on
the open record, nevertheless is appalled at
the reaction of some public figures which puts

“web of duplicity” label on that record.

“I don’t envy anyone trying to put these
papers in sober perspective,” says Mr. Burns,
“On top of everything, I'm afraid the over-
rcaction o publication means \’wmam will be’
lost to reason from_any point of view."
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The following story was
originated and distributed
jrom the Los Angeles Times.

By Stuart H. Loory
© 1971, Los Angeles Times

Advised for the {first time
that the United States faced
a can’t-win situation in the
Vietnam war, President Ken-
nedy’s National Security Coun-
cil- in August, 1063, rejected
the recommendation of a Stale
Department expert on Vietnam
to pull out honorably, the
Pentagon’s top secret history
of Lhe wal shows.

Instead, Secrclary of State
Dean - Rusk put down such
talk from -one of his subordi-
nates as “speculative,” saying:

“It would be {far befier for

of two things-—{hat we will not
pull out of Vietnam until the
war is won, and that we will
not run a coup.”

The expert overruled by
Rusk was Paul I Xaltenburg,
{hen head of ihe State De-}
partment’s  Vietnam working
group, who had dealt with
South Vietnam’s President
Ngo Dinh Diem for 10 ycars.
Then-Vice President ILyndon
B. Johnson and Sccretary of
Defense Robert 8. MceNamara,
among otlher important offi-
cials, backed Rusk’s view, the
account says.

The report on the session
held at the State Depariment

and chaired by Rusk in Presi-|:
absence, isf

dent Xennedy's
contained in a memorandum.
" “7'he memorandum was writ-
~'Len by Marine Maj. Gen. Vie-
tor C. Krulak, then the Penta-
f':ms topu expelt on countu‘
muulgency. o . 1
Krilak's memm andum 1s in—
chided in . previously unpub-!
jished sections of the"report’
wh!ch The Los Angeles Times
has obtained. The seclions are
from the same Pentagon study
that were -the subject of pre-
vious'stories in The New York
Times, Whe Washington Post
and 'lhc Boston Globe. It was
pr ep;uen by a team of Penta-
3011 analysts under’a direc-
tive from McNamara in 1908.
The - analysts “had ageess tolm
documents only on fif QRMOY

'Y Defensel’

. after’ a group of Salgon gen-
* erals had failed to bring off a
" coup azainst {the inecreasingly

ASHINCTON POSS

{Department,” The
analysis did -not have access
to the complete files at .the
While ¥ouse or State ])ol»&zt
ment,
The
scribes was called as a
do-we-gofronm-here”

meeting ’ 'Krulak de-
“where-
session

unpopular regime hmdvd by
Diem,

The mcctin'g' was a key ses-
sion in the period from May to
November, 1963, during which
non-Communist opposition 1o
the Diem regime grew rapidly
and evenlually boiled over into
the overthrow of Diem and the
assassination of him and his
brothcz Ng,o Dinh Nhu on .Nov
I) ;

Tlus account focuses on tlus
period, during which the Xen-
nedy administration vacillated
between opposing a coup, sup-
porling it and then settled on
an attitude of not thwarting it
it one had p1omlse of bunff
successiual,

Puriug the course of the Na-
tional Securily Council scs-
sion, Kattenburg advanced the
suggestion “that, in Xrulak’s
words, “at -this junclure it

Jta practical
dviewpoint, it would be a dis-
laster

STA
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as peoplé’see we ate TOSINZ TNC
war, . they will gfrdcmally £9
1o the other side and we will
be obliged {0 lcave: -
“Ambassador (I'reder 101\)
Nolting (who had just left
+his” post in Saigon to be re-
placed - by Y.odge) expressed
;*eneral disagreement with Mr,

Katienburg, IHe said that the
unfavorable activily which
motivated = Kattenburg's “re-

marks was confined: to - the
city and, while cily support
of chm is doubtless low now,
it is not greatly so. He sald
that it"is improperto ovellook

{fremendous job toward win-
ning the Vietnam war, work-
ing with the same 1mpcrfeot
annoying government.” - -
Rusk dismissed .the 7 vmw
and McNamara agreed. Rusk
then went on to say there was
“good prool,* in Krulak’s term,
that the war was being won;
Vice President Johnson
agreed, saying that fiom both
and a political

to pull out; that' we
should stop playing cops and
robbers and get back to talk-
ing straight to the GVN (Sai-

would bhe better for us to meke
- lhe de(lslon to get out honor-
ably.” -

The :; complct toxt of Xru-
lak’s report on I\dttonbuws
presentation gaid:

“8. Mr. Katlenburg Stﬁt@(l
that as recently as last Thurs-
day-it'.was the belief of Am-
oassador (Ilenry Cabol) Lodge
(Jr.) that, if we undertake. to
1ive.w'th this repressive re-
gime, with its bayonets at
every Lstreet corner and its
. lransperent negotiations with
; puppet bonzes, we are going to
be throwd out -of the country
. in six months,

“He stated that at this june-
ture it would be helter for us
to make the decision to get ouft
honorably. He went on to say
that, having been acquainted
w1Lh Diem for 10 years, he was
deeply  disappoinied in him,
sayingihat he will not separ '1te
from his ‘brother, It was Xat-
tenbwrg’s view that Diem will
get little support from the
military and, as time goes on,
he will get less and less sup-
port and the country will go
steadily down hill.

“g. Gen. (Maxwell 1) Taylor
(then Chairman of ihe Joint
Chizfs of staff) asked -what
Kattenburg meant when he
said that we would be forced
out- of Vietnam within - six

months. -Kattenbur 1c:iphed

i fan R&Ieasehz 54’ 1428

— e,

“wars

gon government) and that we
should once again go about

rthe fact that we have done a,

winning the war.” !

'The Yentagon report on
the meeling was sharply crit-
ical of the deliberations. If
spoke of the officials’ “ram-
bling inability 1o focus ihe
problem, indeed {o reach coms
mon agreement on the 11'1t11r0
of the problem.”

The 1epou continues:

“More importantly, however,
the meeting is the {irst re-
corded occasion . in_ which
someone¢ followed to its
logical conclusion the nega-
tive analysis of the situation
that the war could
not be won with the Diem
regime, yet ils removal would
Ieave such political instability
as to foreclose success in the
for the first time it was
recognized that {lie U.S.

-should be considering

methods of honorably disen-
gaging itself from an m eh iev-
able situation.

“The other alimnatlvo not
fully appr cc1at_cd until . the
year’ following, was a much
greater 1.S. involvement in
and assuraption of responsibili-
ty for the war. At (his point,
however, the ncgative analy-,
sis.of the impacl of the poli-
lical situation on war effort
was not shared by McNamara,

‘The documents accempany
[ing the account of the pre
coup period show that Kattend
tburg’s gloumy "assessment o
‘the silva ition dovetailed witl

the views expressed by South
Vietnamese Gen.' Duong Van
Minh, known as Big Minh, in
secut contacts with Lodge.:
“The. disclosiire: of Mmh .
réle in privately advising the‘
Am(‘ucml .nnbaSS'xdor on con:!
ditions in South Vietnam dur-
ing the Diem era has special
relevance today. Minh is ex-
pected to he the leading oppo-
nent to President Nguyen Van
Thieu in this Octobcl s clcc-
{ion, o :

Outwardly - that splmg, 1he

sludy says, the regime “seeined

to ~exhibit no more sigis of
advanced decay or inuninent
demisze than might have Been
discerned since 1958 or 1939 A
when Dicin was. at the peak of
his popularity. .

but Nhu, the head of the
secret pol i.ce and the important
strategic hamlet program, was
growing more and more domi-
nant over kis brother ihe presi-
dent, the report notes.

I\*hu s wife, the report notes
was dovo]o»)m" a private ob-
session of her own.

lsol,mou Noted

The ‘regime’ was gro“ mrf
more isolated from the peopla.
The report says “the regime,
in fact, had no. rcal base of
political support and rclied on’
the loyally of a handful of key
military commanders to keep
it in power by forestalling any
overthrow, The loyalty of thesé
men was bought- with promo-
tions and favors. Graft and
corruption q}lould also haye
drawn concern,” even if gov-
ernmenial d1shonesty was en-
demic in Asia, and probably
not disproportionate at that
time 'in South Vietnam.” = =

‘Fhese facls were not com-
prehended by U.S. officlals at
the time. Instead, the line was
typically expressed in a brief-
ing for MecNamara at a $trat-
egy confcrence in Honolulu jn
May. The paper read:
' “The ow‘rall situation ‘in
Vlctnam_ is impxoung. And in
thé' military  sector of the
countcrmsmgency, we are win-
ning. ‘Fvidences of improve-
ment are clearly visihle, as the
combined Tmpaet of the pro-
grams which involve a ‘long
lead time begin o have offect
on-ihe Vm(conﬂ”

o
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Second in a series on the substance of the ‘American public knew only that the U.S.

“Peatagon documents on the origin and the
©escalation of the Vietnam wor, .o

By Courtaey 1, Sheldon

Stajf correspondent of
- The Christian Science Monitor

Washington

N fhe disclosures of cover{ United Staies
actions, directed both at friendly Saigon and
hostile anoi, show a stern Washington face
the public seldom secs distinctly.
- Throughout the Vietnam war era, presi-
dents have approved a siring of sceret mili-
tary and diplomatic subversions. They werc,
those in comrnand at the {ime insist,
necessities of the times, -
- Not knowing of these clandestine opera-

tions until long after the event, the public
ahd Congress are seldom in a position to
challenge them on moral .or political
“grounds. v _ :

" The Pentagon papers, now being filtered
“out through the New York Times, Washing-
ton Post, the Boston Globe, and Rep. Paul
N. McCloskey Jr. (R) of California, give an
~upparalleled glimpse of life behind Wash-
ington curtains. ’

Without the current disclosures, mislcad-
iing and incomplele ag they may be in some
finstances, most of the stories would have
‘had to await normal release {imes, usually
" some 20 years hence.

] .
Scolded by Taylor .

Here are some of the clandestine or sub-
surface operations the Pentagon papers and

their interpreters confirm or allege that the
United States sponsored or engared in in
the Vietnam war period: S

0 While U.S. Ambassador Henry Cabot
Lodge was counseling South Vietnamese
“President Ngo Dinh Diem in 1963, U.S. au-

thorities were plotiing the Nov. 1, 1963, coup
which tusted hira (per Mr. McCloskey, who
adds, “We were in it up. to our eyeballs’).
. © Later; when more coups got in the way
of successful prosecution of the war, Am-
bassador Maxwell Taylor called young
South Vietnamese military men to the em-
bassy and “read them the riot act.” |
4D all of you undersland Inglish?"” .ihe
‘Ambassador impatiently asked the Vict-
namese officers (according to a cable in-
cluded in the Pentagon papers). “I told
you clearly at General Westmoreland’s
dinner we Americans were tired of coups.
‘Apparently I wasted my words. . . . N
you have made a real .
carry you forever if you do things like this.”

2

oom 1o

MNorth -Vietnam, .

e
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0 As carly as May 11, 1951, when the

had advisers -in Vietnam, President Ken-

'nedy was dispatching underground agents

to sabotage and harass the Comrounists in

" © President Johnson sanctioned similar

.attacks in the months which preceded the

North Vietnamese attdack on U.S. destroyers
in the Gulf of Tonkin.

Justification for attacks
It is not known whether the North Viet-

namese thought at the time the destroyers

were part of or supporting the pattern of
attacks being made against them.

But it is a fact of history that the Johnson
administration used the attacks on the des-
troyers to sell Congress the Tonkin Gulf
resolution which was later to be cited as
legal justification for the war.

In retrospect, it appears that the Ameri-
can public knew far less about the actions
of their government than did the enemy in
Hanoi,

The North Vietnamese Foreign Office
issued a white beok on the war in July, 1865.
It discussed posilion papers of various U.s.
officials which, in light of the Pentagon
papers, sound eerily as if Hanol had a pipe-
line into official Washington.

William L. Ryan, foreign affairs expert of
the Associated Press, analyzed the white
book and concluded, ‘“There is evidence the
North Vietnamese and their Viet Cong allies

" in the South knew a good deal about U.5.

plans, operations, and weak-
nesses.” . ,
U.S. involvement in the political afiairs

of the South Vietnam Government have

prospects,

been apparent all along even to the un-’

sophisticated eye. Hanoi calls Scuth Viet-
namese leaders puppets. Washington pub.
licly says it is giving advice and assistance,
but not interfering in internal politics.

In one of the New York Times summaries

of the Pentagon papers, it reports thatp
. “during another heated mecting on July p

{19843, General Khanh asked Ambassador
Taylor whether to resign [from the premier-
ship]. The Ambassador asked him net to de
so N

H

forces. .

get rid of General Khanh, .

The authors.of the Pentagon report said
General Khanh “made frantic but unsuccess-
ful efforts to rally hiz supporters’ and finally
submitted his resignalion, claiming that a
“forcign hand” was behind the coup.

Thus it is not surprising the difiicullies
the U.S. has today in convincing the Hanoi
.government - that it is keeping hands off in
the October presidential elections in Saigon,

The Central Intelligence Agency seems fo [/
come off guite well in the papers that-have ¥
thus far been published. Its forebodings.
have proved too accurate. -

However, it is hard to forget that only on
April 15 of this year the present dircctor
of central intelligence, Richard IHelms, was
saying in a public speech: : .

“We [the CIA) cannotl and must not take
sides. When there is debate over alternative
policy options in the National Securily
Council , , . I do net and must not line up
with either side.”

MMuost hit harder’

l
i
1

Yet here is an excerpt from a 1565 mem- /‘

orandum from John A, McCone, dircctor of
CIA, to other officials: ’ L

“, .. Tt is my judgment that if we are fo
change the mission of the ground forces we
must also change the ground rules of the -
strikes against North Vietnam, We must
hit them harder, more frequenily, and in-
flict greater damage. Instead of avoiding
the MIGs, we must go in and take them
out. A bridge here and there will not do
the job. We must strike their airfields, their
petroleum Tesources, power stations, and
their military compounds,

“This, in my opinion, must be done

promptly and wiith minimum restraint. If

we arc unwilling to take this kind of deci-

sion now, we must not take the actions

concerning ihe missions of our ground
' . .

Another official whose advice was not
ceded was Undersecretary of State George
all. Tucked away in one of his memos was

a confirmation of how U.S, governments
act without the public's knowledge.

ey " Speaking of how best to get a U.S, peace
In early 1965, onc of the Pentagon papers proposal to the Hanoi government, Mr.

reported McGeorge Bundy, special assistant Ball seid: -

for national security affairs, as not agreeing

“The contact on our side should bé

ow
Approved FonRe

with Ambassador Taylor that General Khanl handled through a nongovernmental cutout
“must somehow be removed from the .. (possibly a reliable newspaperman who
scene.” rcan be repudiated).”

Three weeks laler, the Pentagon papers -
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By Davius S. Jhubvala
(xloh» Staft

A key Johrson Adminis{ration

“militavy  advizer had proposed in
in 1964 that tactical nuclear weapens
would Lave to be deployed if Com-
munist Chinese forezs eniered the
ground war ‘in Vietnam. Admival
Farvy 1. Felt, thea the commander
in chicf of the Pacific forces, em-
phatically demanded also that com-
manders be given the freedom to
use such weapons “as had been as-
sumed under various pmr »

his question, among oihors, was
digeussed among u' top advisors at
the Henolulu conference, June 1-2,

oftonwing the mceting, President
asked his advizers the
“Would the rest of

¥
Johnson,
basic quesiion:

Souwtheast Asia neccssarily fall if
LOLI¢ J
Lacs and South Vielnam came undev

NOLU) Victnamese control?”

. On June 9, the Board of National
Estimates of the Ceniral Inielli-
gence Agency, provided a response,
shtmfr' )

“With the possible exception of
Cambodia, it is likely thal rno nation
in the area would quickly succumb
“to Cominunism as a result of the fall
of Laos and Sowth Vielnam, Fuvrther-
more, a continuetion of the spread cof
Comrunisin in the avca vould not be
inexorable and any spread which did
occuy 'vould take time ~— time in
whichk the total situalion might
change in any number of ways un-
favorable to the Cominunist cause.

These and other delails are part
of the on Vietnam study that was
made for Defense Department.

'"The glate Depavtiment approach-
ed the H«moh.lu confarence “with
a basic assumption,” namely “our
point of departine is and must be
that we cannot zecept the overrun-
ning of southaast Asia by ITanoi and
Pcking” -

this, the discussions
“were intended to help clarify iss
suecs with respact to exevling pres-
sures against . North Vietnam.” The
joint Chicfs of Staff recommended
that “iie US should seck through
military actions to accomplish de-
struction of the North V;(‘le'\ﬂl()s(’
will and capabilitics as necessary to
compel the Democrauc Government

Beyend

-of Vietnam {o cease providing sup-
South

O

port to the insurgencies in

Victnam and Laos.”

LINIRED ACTION

“ However, the JCS wenl on to
note that “some cuwrrent thinking
appears to dismiss The objeclive in
favor of a lesser objective, one vis-
unalizing  limited military  action
which, hopefuily, would ceuse the
Norv Lh Vietnamese to decide to ter-
rainate their subvaersive suppovt,”

During discussions of the ex tcnt
of new military action, Ambassador

Henry Cabot Lodge “argued in Tavor
of attacks on north.” He is reported
to have stated “his conviction that
most” support for the Viet Cong
would fade as soon as some ‘counter-
lerrovista  measures’  were  begun
against DRV.” _
Discussions then turned to tne
desirability of oblaining a congres-
sional resolution prior to wider US
action. Lodge felt that it would not
ke necessavy, since the US response
would ba on a “it-for-tal” basis,
But Defouse Scerctary ”\'C\Ic.mara

STAT

“Seeretary McNamara then went
on to say that the possibility of mejor
ground action also led to a sericus
question of having to use nuclear
weapons at gome poiut,” the repovts
points oub, “Admiral Felt responded
emphatically that {hero was no posg-
sible way to hold off {he Communists
on the ground withoul {he use of
tactical nuclear weapons and that it

was cssential that the commanders -

he given freedom to use these as had
been assumed under various plans,”
t added. :
Gen. Taylor was “more doubtiul
as to the existence or at lcast to the
degree of the nuclear weapon re-
qunemenf ”
“The poml the report concluded,
“was not ]t.’-l ly f(ﬂlm ul up”

Rusk and CIA Divcctor John mc(.on-* . \/

all argued in favor of ihe resolution.

Gen. Maxwell D, Taylor, chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs, then raised
“the final possibility” of Chinese
involvernent. Were that to dgecur, the
allies would require “sctven ground
divisions.”
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| The secret papers (1)
E  The documents relating to the secret
- Pentagon study of the Victuam war, which
. l-appeared in the New York Whmes last week
| until a court order stopped further publica-
! tion (at least tempararily), have raised many
i grave problems, Not the least of these is
~the problem that a federal judge has been
“wrestling with, which is where the line
“ghould be drawn on official scerets. )
~ Bui these official secrets are out now,
‘ or at least many of them are, and we must
' examine them carefully. They reveal many
tfaets which could only be guessed at be-
‘ fore, and throw new light on the whole
! Vietnam adventure,

- ft A o o s

.-

A oKk X

~ One thing they reveal is that the quality
.of American representation in Vietnam was
‘not exactly glittering, For a time the US.
_ambassador in Saigon was Henry Cabot
© Lodge, who has long enjoyed a reputation
that far exceeds his talents—presumably be-
‘cavséd he used to look so handsome on tele-
vision when he was at the United Nations.
Secrctary MeNamara eame away from

& visit to Saigon in:December, 1963, with a
less than flattering estimate of Ambassador
Lodge. On Dec. 21, 1963, Mr. MeNamara re-

ported on his trip to President Johnson, and

referred to the “country team’® — the top
‘American officials in Saigon, ineluding the
embassador, the wmilitary commander (Gen-

eral Paul D. Harkins), the CIA- chief, and~

others, He told the PresidentT—

““Phe Country Team is the second

. major wealkness, It lacks leadership,

~. has been poorly informed, and is not
working to a common plan, A recent

~ example of confusion has been conflict-

. ing USOM and military recommenda-

.- tions both to the government of Vietnam

. and te Washington on the size of the
"o omilitary budget, Above all, Lodgs has

* virtuelly no official contact with Har-

. kins, Lodge sends in reports with major

- military implications without showing
them to Harkins, and does not show Har-

- kins important incoming traffic, My im-

- pression is that Lodge simply does not

7 know how to conduct a coordinated ad-

- ministration, This has of course been

© stressed to him both by Pean Rusk and

¢ mysel (and also by John IicCone), and v/
I do not think he is consciously reject-
ing our advice; he has just operated as
o loner all his life and cannot readily
. ¢hange now.”’ .

|  Obviously- an ambassador who w

-y e

ST

"bother to communicate with the comrnand-
ing general, and who cannot get the military
and the USQM (economic) planners to-
gether on recornmendations to Washington,
is hardly the man’to rely on for sound ad-
viee on the country to which he is assigned.

Vet this was the caliber of our mission in
Saigon during those .c;'u(;ial days. o

Kok T :
Another eye-opener s the fact that men
like Seerctary McNamara did bave a pretty
good idea of how bad things were in Viet-
nam, despite the propaganda they mouthed

“for publication, If they had acknowledged
publicly what they knew privately, there
would have been no eredibility gap; but
perhaps there would have been no Vietnam
War, either. In his same report to President
Johnnsen, Mr, McNamara said:

“Viet Cong progress has Leen great
during the period since the coup, with
my. best guess being that the situation

~ has in fact been deterjorating in the
countryside since July to a far greater
extent than we realized because of our
undue dependence on distorted Viet-
neniege reporting. The Viet CGong now
control very high proportions of the
people in certain. key provinces, par-
" ticuldrly those directly south and west
_ of Saigon.. The Strategic Hamlet Pro-
gram was seriously over-extended in
those provinces, and the Viet Cong has
been able to destroy many hamlets,
while otherg have been abandoned or in
some cases betrayed or pillaged by the
government's own Self-Defense Corps.
In these key provinces the Viet Cong
has destroyed almost all major roads,
and are collecting taxes at will’

* When Sceretary MeNamara mentioned
“idistorted Vietnamese reporting,” he was
referring to official government infelligence
yeports. He could not have been referring’
to the American newsmen in Vietnam, for
they were at that very time being vilified

as traitors becanse they darcd to report '

‘publicly the very facts Secretary MeNamara
was giving President Johnson privately.
Even more tragic was the Taet that it
did not oceur to Mr. McNamara, or to auy-
one clse in the Johnson Administration, that-
if the Viet Cong were so successful in South

_ Vietnam, the reason might be that the peo-

ple preferred them over the cockerels,
.erooks and buceancers who composed the

[ERSOEPPI N
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Pres1dmt Lynuoa B, John- -

gon_and a handful of intimates
were misusing the National
Security Council as an approv-
al “cover” for cla naastn war
operations  that were never
diseussed in Sﬂcmzty Co.mml
meetings.

“Johnson asked top =aides to

approve retaliatory bombing
raids on MNorth Vielnam even
while keeping it secret from
those aldes th'xt {he United
States was provoking the Com-
munists info the mq against
whiclr we were retaliating,
. This critical point has not
yet been made clear in the
New York Times' articles that
have made it appallingly ob-
vious that the Johnsen admin-
jstration misled the public and
duped the Congress mto giving
early support o U.S. miliiary
intervention in Vietnam,

On Feb. 7, 1935, a Security
Council mc;tmc was called
after 8 Aml?l]\,cll servicemen

were killed and 62 wounded in
‘a Viet Cong raid on Pleiku.

The Secwity Council was
‘asked to approve ‘‘retaliato-
ry” raids on North Vietnam-
ese targefs despite the added
risks flowing out of the fact
that Sovict Prime Minister Al-
exel Kosygin was in Hanoi,

“The Council did “approve”
such raids, which were the be-
ginning of round-thaclock
bombings of North Vielnam,
'although months  of U.S.-
inspiredcommando vaids,
mercernary bombings, sabo-
tage and other assaulils
_ageinst North Vietnamm under
“Plan 34A” had not been re-
vealed to:

@ j@ﬂ“"“

“There were c:thors present

\) I“’]

/H

-

f;

‘l
/\: ~>l:

{the council"l«new of the U.S.

X

A
i

(NP

who were asked by the Presi- Desolo palrol, but were left to

dent to say yea Or nay on the

believe that it was “just an in-

bombing reids (the council is nocent surveillance operation

advisory only, the Presidenttihal was attacked wantonly by

alone mekiug aecmom) but
who were bnmv asked 1o en-
dorse grave actions without
being given &ll the facts.

Only mfumun, suspicion and
@ plecing together of vague
references in certain “top se-
cret” and ‘“no distribution”
telegrams enabled some who
sat on the council to know that
{here was a “plan 3447

“When I read 34A° I thought
they were talking about a To-
tel room,” Humphrey told me.
“I swear I'd never heard of it
unidl T read it in the Times.
Those papers revealed by the
Times were as secret Lo me as
they were to the gencral pub-
]]c iE)

Certain highly classified
data is made known {o govern-

‘ment officials only on 2 “necd

to kunow” bhasis, and very
clearly President Johnson or
his top advisers decided that
the vice president and cthers
in the Sscurity Council meet-
]iﬂ{.,o did not have a “need fo
1O

tic North Vietnamese, .

The full Security Council
never was told that the allies
had carried oul twe destruc.
tive 34A raids against North
Vietnam only hours before
"North' Vielnamszsetorpedo
boats attacked the desfroyers
Maddox and Turner Joy, Nor
was the Congress told this be-
fore it votcd 88 to 2 in the
Senafe and 416 to 0 in the
House, for the Gulf of Tonkin
Resolution that broadened the

ors.

These are facls t‘:at the
public, the courts, the Justice

eparfment, the While House
and everyone else ought to
ponder before they get oo
busy harassing and hounding
the New York Times, {rying to
-halt the flow of informalion
that the people should have
h?d years ag

The

The Times revelations have ‘
made it clear to peopls holding

topmost jobs in the Johnson

administration that they were’

being used ©s a *“‘cover” for
clandestine operations planned
and ordered by the President
and a handful of intimate ad-
visers.

.Defense  Ssceretary ™ Robert
McNamara, Secretary of State
Dean Rusk, CIA Director John
McCone,

/

presidential adviser'.

McGeorge Pundy and Gen.-

Maxwell Taylor, sometime-
presidential-adviser and some-

1. Vice Presmbnt -IIubﬂrtH t in1 e-ambassador - to- Saigon,

Humphrey, a statutory mem-
‘ber of the National Sﬂcurlty
Councn]

2. B dward A McL‘urmott
divector of the Office of Exner-
geney Planning and also a stat-
ttory menb'-r of the council,

. or to his suceessor.

3. Th‘s reporter, who was
then director of the U.S. Infor-
mation Azency, and who sat
-on the Securily Council at the
invitation of the President.

)
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were the key men calling the
signals that Johnson asked the
Securily Council to endorse:

< -The 'Tonkin Gulf episode,

five months before the Pleiku,

raid, was a similar case of

misuse of the National

Securi-

ty Council. Some members of
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d on V for, ‘Used"

thmvs that cer tdmly are o n-

chamcx.ts war- nmhmg po‘v»

Tuneq has 1cvcaled ,

banassmg to the United"
States internationally, and
damning of some individuals”
domestically. But Defense Sec-
retary Melvin Lajrd must face~
the fact that embarrassment;
is not the same as “da magmtf».
to national sccur 1ty.” e

This tragic episode tells us'
that thtl(‘ﬁl leaders who {ry -
to dupe thepublic and the Con--
gress get burned--and that the'
truth comes out anyhow. s

IL also tells us that a passion
for secrecy, which Johnson
had, is dangerous in a democ-.
racy, When a President limifs
great decisions on war and’
peace to a small clique of ad-+

“visers, callously using ofhers.

as a cover, he is more likely to:
lead the country inte {rouble.-

Insteed of trying to curb the
Times’ fncdom to continue
what has bzen a monumental
public service, the Nixon ad-
ministration would better de-
vole ils time to figuring oul.
how . it .can avoid the crrors
that brouzht hag,cdy fo Lyn-,
don Johnson

ety
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"\'4",
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CTWASHINGTON, June 16 —-
" Sen. Mike Mansfield (1., 2ont.]
svowed tedsy fo make publie
~thru Senate hearings the con-
tent of the secrvet papers on
the Viet Nam war il the Jus-
tice Depariiment blocks further
*publication. ]
Maunsfield told & press coii-
ference the public has a right
to know what js in the 4ivol-
fume sceret repont on how
America got into the war which
s was being summeanized by the
' New York Times. unlil halled
“hy Cowrt aelion yesterday.
b “The purpose will be to lay
Lthe facts out for the people,” |
‘Mansfield, majority leadey,,
‘said. - '

o Calis for Prolic
- Sen. Hubert H. vmphrey :
“[D., Minn), whose ambitions
to scek the Demoeratic nomi-i
nation for the presidency again
irnay have been sabotaged by
ithe publication, called for a
“Joint Senate-House investiga-
tion. o
~ The papeis disclosed John-
“son - Humphrey administration
. clandestine maneuvering lo get
tcombat troops into Viet Nam
unknown, to Congress. Some
"Democrals .in Cougress have
“suggested tha! former Presi-
“dent Johnson be called to {esti-
Ay o .
© Mansfield saidl thal Johnson
and his advigers Waller Rostow
Tand McGeorge Bundy “may
thave legitimate reasons for
iwhat they have dome,” as ex-
i posed by the sécret papers.
I “fhey have a right {o he
heard i they want {o explain
{ their position,” Mansfield said.

Jackson Is Pushing

“foreign relations subccnimittee
: on the Far Kast conduct public

mittee, of which Juckson is'theL

third ranking Demeeral, o
conduel its own -investigation

Mansfield said he and Senl’
Geerge Alken (R, VLI, rarﬁk—‘;!
ing Tepublican on the Foreign
Relations Comnmittes, discussed |
a possivle vestigation by it
committee, Tt is & coinmillee
Gorainafed by Viet Nam doves
which has heen relou ine
its efirts to put much of {he]
blame for the Viel Nam war'
on Johnson, : .

Maunsfield said that if neith@‘\y,gsionsu on America’s involve-
- the Armed Services nor ¥or-

cign Relations Commiltee de-
cides 1o make the invostigation,

od\
ther he will have his own

hearings.
Commiitee on Security
Humphrey proposed the es
{zblishoent of a joint commit-
tee on national security to
make the investigation.
~ Humplwey, -at “a breakfast.
session with & group of Minne-
sota rteporters, sald he had
been “‘shocked and suprised”
by the Times stories. S
“1 was ws shocked and sur-
prised as you were and I
{theught T knew what was going
on,” Humplrey soid, ©“T just
didn't believe it o
Hutnphrey said he has been
tald by some “who had a lot
to do”- with preparation of the
report for formevr Defense See-
vetavy Robert S. McNamara,

fhat “lhis isn't nearly all the

a

)
papers.” He said many papers.;
covering  administration deci—-;é
gions on the war had not beeny
jocluded in fhe volurncs Ob-&

“Manstield said Sen. HenAPRI Oi\a’éadlé}gr Heiggge-zooy 11

‘lJa(’-kson (D., Wash.] wauts the !
Senate Armoed Services Com- |

& afhese memos were nob de-
Eiitive,” Humphrey gaid,
;“i\lany were adviscry and there
Hare adeisory papers

~picion of sovernment.”

Ceons. woith the secretaries of de-

CCentral Infellizency Agency and,
a2 member of the joint chiefs

| said today that he had reccived

Faozem't,” Ziegler teld the ro-
porters. - .
Ziegler said the Nixon ad-
ministration would net move to!
take the sccret label off the!
Vit Nam report before a final
leourt decision is made ¢n the
Justice Department reguest.
|that  further™ pablication  be:
bannzd, A decision on a pai-!

; Ca T .- lmanent injuncticn will .be
S aen - s sought Friday,

«hpe  President feels  the
American people have the right
to know a good deal” Ziegler
said. Dut the materials heing
summarized in the, Times con-
tain “highly classified” infor-
mation cutweighing the right
of the pesple to know their full

Men‘ios Not i‘)é(isnit‘e

laying all’
over government.”
He said the “great loss”

contents vight now,

o e -

from: iheiv publication by the
Fimes resulls from “ihe loss of
confidence in the government.”
He seid it just “aids and abels
the general conclusion and sus-

Humphrey said the “big de-

ment in Viet Nam were made
by Johinson at Tuesday Tunch-

fonse and state, the head of the

V4

of siafl. :

Clifford Copy i Safe
. Meanwhile, Clark 3. Clilford,
the second defense secrelary
in {he Johnson administration,

a copy of the Pentagon study’
op the Viet Nam war affer he
had left office but that he had’
never looked atit. -~ - - 07
The study has been  kept
Tocked up in his law offices
since it was delivered there
“in the"suramer of 1969, some
months aftcr he left the Penta-
-gon, he said. |
<. Ronald Ziegler, White Housa-; .
_press secretary, was asked at[ﬁ
his morning bricfing about a’
charge by Picrre Salinger, s
press sccretary to President;
Kennedy, that the Nixoen admin-|
istration might have lesked the | N
documenis to the Times. Hum-
phrey had said their publication
could help President Nixen in
some degree by reinforcing his
posture as the peace candidate.

Errie]
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the classified information, but T
I assure you, Mr. Salinger .

%
|
|
!
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' : is impress Tie lenst by the general- -
‘excess——one is impressed not the least by g

1y high quality of the ndvicdlgiv?n by thc ix1tcll1g§11ce
rmunity, S |
coxr-"j.‘hc \?;lunm-xous rc])ort—-«ju.st thc.pnrt 111:.1t” h.as\ !
bheen published in nC\,'»Js:papc%'s—-«}_n.‘OV}de?',’ z.xl.]_ Lfagcixllllr
g, and. sometimes shocking, 11151g%1u jL,L'O,\.ﬁeé‘
process by which the -Unitﬁ:d SStZLtf:s bccatn? u‘lrn.—vs.‘ﬁuc
in the jungle of an unwinnable Indoclina war. B

ating

: : IR . 1 = '

of all the branches of the government that had a :

T < * . - . U . . Pere o '

share in the decisiony on Vietnnm, the intelligence |
WledlC 1l L 1 B

agencics, particulatly the CIA, corue out-looking the
age 29, P av) 2 ) | |
hest.

“The intelligence people warned—and accurately
?émthat neither thie Soutli Vietnamese government noy

M . . 1 - I e \Qﬁ] LA
b 3 13 creome- t £ _‘)}J\a L :‘

'Y 121T1C f() (M3 ((Jlll{ OV T ¢ [¢]
tl]c An - < ! | .

the Viet Cong to the South Vietnamess )
) tcurately——of the incffectivencss
They warned--and accurately-—of d1;3 in venes
mbing ed the inconclusive-

of acrial bombing. They suggested th ; pelunve:
ness of introducing large numbers. of American
216 £sd . . . 3 7Y len am,
rround troops into the fighting in South '\/xcm..n‘
Atte ) ; had been dropped on North
Adter yorebomb tonmage hiad baer Pr gom e
. . : . ™ : K . 7 ar 11
Vietnam than had been drepped in World 1:‘ 1
o eqce S N a sec
and after half a million American troops bad hee

383

i 2 s remained une
‘deployed in South Vietnam, the enemy 1@11131_}1?1 1‘u .
defeated and victory remained as elusive as 1‘c. ha

“been for 1§ years. _ . -
Mo he sure, the CIA cannot claim 100 per }conl
commendation. In mid-1965 Joln A, Mc._‘C;onc, ;]({ﬁ.(g
of the CIA, warned that the use of U5, comba

H 1
3 H e Alam gt 3 =
troops would be.incffective U}ﬂ.(‘,’&.xlillL__fl(:)_ldlAl omb=

Jnow what the

STAT

dng campaign, already under way, was subject t.
Sunininmum restrodnie” That sounds suspiciously lilc
the Iater exhortation of Gen, Curtin Y.z May te bomb
the North Vicmamese “back to the stone age.”

. But in general, the estimates
 other wintelligence agencies scem to have fauged
accurately the mood of the Vietnamese people, the

staying power of the Viet Cong and North Victham- _

-ese, and the limitations of American wmilitary might
when separated from the democratic jdeals that had
in the past motivated American interventior

1 abroad,
S If American power and ideals

becime sepavated,

—ra latge part of the reason was the failure of the

highest-officials in our government to inforn the
people or cven Congress fully about Loth the condi-
tions that existed in Vietnan, and the real purposcs
for cxpanding the war, The McNamary Report ig
ot a complete record of the (intang]emcnt process,
but it-is record cnough to show the folly of presi-
dential decisions that ignored the hest intelligence
and the arrogance of presidential war-making with-
out the ful pnrticip:{tio\n of Congress. o
Many Americang. probably a majority—failed to
get aroused about Victnam when the Johnson ad-
ministration was making the fateful commitment of
American combat troops because, like the officials
at the top, they believed the tiny enemy could not
ttand for long against the overwhelming mnight of
American troops and Planes, The argument has fre-
quently been used that these officials had little more
information than the general public for the crucial
decisions, -But the McNamara Report indicates that
thiey did have considerably morc--and quite specific
~—information, much of it negative in its implica-
tions. Those who trusted the highest officials to
_ y were doing were sadly mistaken,
full-dress congressional debate miglhit have avoided’
the pitfall into which the country stumbled, particu-
Jatly if the intelligence estimates had been more
widely available, o

9
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; Vietnam: The Public’s Neea

;. ffhere are a humber of things to be said about’

ihe McNamara Papers, now in 2 state of court-
ordered suspensioi-—things ceromonial and things
substantive. We would begin with a tribute to Mr.
McNamara for his initiative to arrange for the
collection and preservation of these records docu-
menting our Victnam involvement, for the con-
venience of historians and scholars and future de-
cision-makers. It was not exactly a selfish gesture:
“to the extent that the war will be judged as a calam-
jtous mistake, and Mr. McNamara as & major con-

‘tributor, he must have recognized the risk he ran’
of helping to indict himself. And he doubtless was

1ot overjoyed to see it all surface so soon in The
New York Times' brilliant and painstaking display
-—and, neither, in a certain unelevated sense,
were we. )

But never mind; those of us who helieve {hat the
reader, which is to say the public, always gains
from the maximum possible comprehension of what
the government is doing and how it all works
_(particularly when it works badly) can only applaud
the Times' enterprise; it is hard for us {o think of
an argument for withholding stich material once it
was in hand. So we arc also graleful to the Nixon
administration for ai Jeast being good enough to
allow ihis series to run for three days before de-
ciding that the installments as yet unpublished
somehow endangered national security in a way
which the three installments already published ap-

parently did not. Why the government moved on

Tuesday, instead of, lel us say, late Saturday night

when the first edilion became available, is, well,

puzzling.

But there is plenty to chew on as it is and there

are more than cnough lessons to study and absorb.
Taking nothing away {rom the Times, the story
that unfolds is not new in its essence -— the cal-
culated misleading of the public, the purposeful
manipulation of public opinion, the stunning dis-
erepancies between public pronouncements and
‘private plans — we had bits and picces of all that
before. But not in such incredibly damning form,
not- with such irrefutable documentation. That is
what brings you up breathless: the plain command
to the Sceretaries of Defensc and Stale and the
head of CIA from McGeorge Bundy, in the Presi-
dent's name, to carry out decisions to expand and
deepen our involvement in the war as rapidly, as
possible, while making every effort to project a very
gradual cvolution, with no change in policy; the
careful concealment of clandestine intervention in
Laos and North as well as South Vietnam in early

1964; the clear “consensus” of at least ihe main

body of presidential advisers in September 1964 in
favor of borubing the North even while President
Johnson was publicly promising in campaign
; specches not to “go North,” not to send American
boys to fight
themselves.

B P P

o FLi0mD c « o

" That is what is su chilling: the contempt for
public opinion; the ready recourse to the press as
an instrument for misleading the public; the easy
arrogance with which these men arrogated to them-
sclves deeisions which no government ought 1o take ’
withcut the
-people; the contempt for Congress as yei another L
inconvenience to he deall with, when necessary, U
with Dblithe duplicity. ~This is
could say, but it doeesn
perfurmance.

knowledge, let alone consent, of ihe

Political Biz, you
" make it any less sorry 2

And yet the deceit is only a part of it because 2 '
policy of calculated ‘deception flows quite logically
from the larger stralegy of a limited war, fought
for limited objectives, with limited means. And
thercin lies perhaps the most important lesson from i
the McNamara papers now available, for they tell .
us more explicitly than anything that has so far
been sajd publicly how this strategy was
supposed to work — and why, when it didn't work -
out rather quickly, it was doomed to fail. '

1t all began, the documents tell us, with a recog-
nition in early 1964 that the Soulh Vietnamese
were too weak 1o bargain for a selilement. So the
name of.the game wag to even up the odds, to re-
dress the balance of force, to widen the war in the
name of peace because only by widening the war
could you create the conditions that would lead’
both sides fo accepl”a settlement. This was the
New War; you weren’t going to win in the old con-
ventional way: by a “graduated response,” you
were going to project the specter of an almost
limitless application of American power on the
ground and in the air, in hopes that the enemy,
looking far ahead, would accept the hopelessness
of it all, and negotiate long before you had reached
{he limit of the military measures you were pre-
pared to take. Thai’s where the deceit came in, for
you couldn't really tell the American public, at
least at the outset, everything you contemplated
doing without stirring debate, and inflaming war
fever and provoking dissent —- without projecting
to tie encmy, in short, precisely the impression of
doubtful resolve that you did not want to project.
9o instead we assembled huge stacks .of chips and
played them a few at a time in hopes that the
North Vietnamese, instead of raising back, would
simply call, by suing for peace. ‘

Ounly it didn’t werk out that way because Hanol
kept raising back and in garly 1068 thc Johnson
administration ran cut of playable chips; {here was
the Tet offensive and the military demand for more
{roops and the prospect of ecenomic controls and

-a run on the dollar and the antiwar movement and

Lyndon Johnson had to check. The narcosis of pad-.
ded progress reports could not dull the hard reali-
tics. The resilicnce and resoureefulness of the

whpprsvedorbdsd 003t SRR RIS daute
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pational conceri about the.
growing U.5. jnvolvement In
gouth  Vielpam,, President
Lyndon . B. Johnson had a
press conference at the
White  House, One of the
newsmen noted that the
President was in the midst
“of a series of conferences
with Gen. Maxwell Taylor,
the U.S. ambassador to the
-Saigon regime, and he asked
if anything dramatic was
being discussed. ot
;7 don't kmow exactly how
to answer , that ‘Aramalic’
term,” Mr, Johnson replied.
# think we will be exchang-
ing viewpoints- on how we

N

L ONAPRIL 1, 1955, ataid
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“tion and how we can be: of
increased help,
- erensed efficiency {o our ef-
fort to help the Soulh Viet-
namese peeple. 1 think hat
we are inclined to be {00

dramatic about our prophe- -

sies and our predictions and
1 might say Loo jrrespousible
sometimes.” ‘ S

He added that some peo--

ple were gaying there were
factions in the U.S. govern-
ment and ‘“a great eritical
decision” in the offing. Those
who say such things “have 2
good hat hut not a very
solid judgment on their
- shoulders or on their heads,”
“Mr. Johnson continued. “I
Xnow of no division in the
American government, 1
know of mno” {far-reaching
‘gtrategy that is being  sug-
-gested or promulgatc-d.”

- THIS WEEK, more than
‘gix years later, The New

L/ York Times “published: the

<

text "of National Securily
Action  Memorandum 328,
one of the most important
secret papers which put this
couniry jnto war in 1965.
According io The Times ac-
count, the memorandum
sald: T :

the following decisions with
respeet to Vietnam:

~« ., The President ap-
proved the urgent explora-
,tion of the 12 suggestions
for covert and other actions
submitted by the Direclor of
Central Intelligence . .. The
.I’residcnt repeated his ear-
Yier approval of the 21-point
program of military actions
submitted by General Har-
lold K. Johuson (Army Chief
;of Staff) .. . ST
. #The President approved

san 18-20,000 man increase

in U.8. military support

forces (in Vietnam) . ... The -

President approved the de-
ployment of two additional
Marine Daltalions and oue

.Marine Air gquadron and.
" agsociated headquarters and

support elements . . .
¢ “The President approved a
-change of mission for - all

. Marine Battalions deployed-

" %o Vietnam (until then, they,
hod been solely assicied to

© guard duly US. air hases) to

Approved

permit-their more active use
_under conditions to be es-
{ablished and approved by

-Hg)ﬁStlltatiofe;\g&égfcf S5 36? Cm%ﬁﬁé lairél&%s&‘ftns “’mc}.l 0110002-1

—ary o State o e QORI e

P -

HEOGLMGTA SV
- .-.-:-rr.
e JUN T

——r—hpproved F alease-2005/4H28 T

N2 leage2005/41(28 : ?‘{’ﬁ{-RDlg’SLQ 9,q1f'ooo

A !‘F\‘,; Yoa 4] AN IR Y K T il h 6001100 -
\‘fw nere ﬁ Vgl 1 O W GRS ! ik

can improve Americd’s posi- -

give  in-. .

~ tions in l.aos . ..

“mission.

:
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witie President approved
the uvrgent exploration witl',
the - Korean, Australian and!
New Zealand f.jovernmontszl
of ihe possibility of rapid.
deployment  of significant .
combat elements from {heir

armed forees in pm‘allel-\vitlx’

“the additional U.8) Narine

deployment . . .

_“we should con tinu c :

roughly the present slowly

ascending tempo of Tolling:
Thunder operations (lhe.
bombing of North Vietnam) -
... . possibly moving in a.
few weeks to attacks on the-
rail lines north and north-#
east of Tlanol .. . Alr opera-

should be;,
stepped up . . . : -
PITE FINAL. PARAG RAPH:
of NSAM_ 328 relayed Mr.

Jolmson’s. desive that “pres
mature publicity be avoided
by all possible precautions”
wilth respect to the assign-”
ment of new U.S. "Marine -
units and the change in their:

“The actions themselves
should be taken as rapidly”
as praclicable but in ways
that should minimize any ap-
pearance of sudden changes
in policy . .. The President’s”

: - desive is that these move-
- “On rhursday, April 1, |
(1965), the President made,

ents and changes should be g
understood as being gradual -
and wholly consistent with
evisting policy,” the paper
said. o ’
Thus it was that a demo--
cratic nation, founded on

) principles of limited govern-.

ment and of consent of the
goveined, slipped into the
most agonizing forelgn war:
in our history. e

Mea did what they
thought was right, there is
no doubt of that, but what
scemed to be right did not”
twrn out the way they plan- .
ned. - .
_ The revelations of the
past - few @ays will -not be
easily or quickly compre--
hended,. but the ultimate”
impact is likely to he power-
ful. The documents seem to.
validate the worst that had

. been thought and sald about

our government -— yel we
know that our leaders did
not set out to do the worst.
Where did owr leaders and
our government go wrong?
How do we face the truths
about how it worked in 1964
and 1965 and may work {o-
day? No court of Jaw can.

i
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“THE PENTAGON Papers”

IT WAS “Alice in Wonder '

land” in Saigon — as the Pen- -
tagon analyst described if —
in the period when LBJ decid-

" ed that he had to give all-out

“support to the feeble South

. E 1 \/ﬂ- 1‘\/’[ a - Vietnam government, no mat-
&% s . ter what the consequences of
@E. E{LVQJS .such action were to be.

By ROBERT HOYT

peacon Journal Stalf viriter

tlInCo

light so quickly after the

Publicalion of the Pentagon events — making the excerui-

Papers by the New York!
Times ~ the “nuclear bomb
rocking Washington” — de-
stroys the credibility of more
public figures in one stroke

~ than probably any “inside re-

port” in history.
- These smen sfand naked —
from President Kennedy and

. President Johnson to highly

regarded academics and ca-
‘reer statesmen like the Bundy
brothers to cabinet secretaries
Rusk and McNamara to mili-
tary men like generals West-
moreland and Taylor (also an
ambassador) and the admi-
rals, :
+ The Xeanedy administra-
tion, though ultimately spared
from major escalation deci-
sions by the death of Presi-
!dent Kemnedy, transformed
the policy of “limited-risk
: gamb]e which 1t inherited
fnto a “broad commitment”
that left LBJ with 2 choice be-
tween  more war and with-
drawal
1 Further, most of the princi-
pals in the key decisions of
the ~Johnson administration’

were men he kept on after-

Kennedy s death

' WHAT ARY now labeled

"the Penlagon Papers” will in
gome circles be called “Me-
Namara’s Folly” — for it was
he who ordered the study, ap-
parently deep in the personel
depression growmg out of his
- involvement in the whole Viet-
_nam affair.
. Surely ' no President will
ever again allow the prepara-
tion of such a report by a de-

ciating judgment of history
even more painful because it
comes within the lifetimes
and the careers of the men
involved,

TAE DiSCLOSURES of the
McNamara.—ordered study
show that:

U.8. OFFICIALS were
much more inierested in the
American image than about
the plight of the South Viet-
namese.

POLICY was based to an
alarming degree on the so-
called domino theory — that if
South Vietnam and Laos fell
to Communism, so would all
Asia — despite a € CIA analysis
that indicated the"Tiizory was
nonsense and that only Cam-
bodia if any other”country
would be affected.

have the facts come to

LIFE WITH LBJ in the
White House during those
days were like living with a
collection of speed freaks. Ac-
tion begat action begat action
— each healing up the war
and each moving to a new lev-
el of danger. And — always —

. the attempt to move, without

letting the public or Congress
know what was going on. -
Adding to the hectic nature
of the play was the constant
changing of the principals by
Johnson as he named new

generals, new ambassadors,

new advisers.

* “Interested only in how to do it

ROPERT McNAMARA ~—.

‘better -~ no mailer wha t“lt”

STAT
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and men. No strong opinions
about what *should” be done;
judging by the documents in

the study. ’!

DEAN RUSK — aman stlll
living in the “contain Chma”l

days, the last remnant of the |

philosophy of former Secre-
tary of State John Foster,

. Dulles, . . .

: f
THE BUNDY BROTHERS,
— they suggested almost ev-.

-.ery possible course of action,

THE S3NEST man in the’
whole ugly drama appears to
have been Undersecretary of
State George Ball who said:

In the beginning: “Don't do
jt.” i .

Later: “If you do, vnu’ll be .’

sorry.”
Still later:
mind your losses — get out!

“Stop. Never

11

THE “NEXT SA\'EST” was

. PRESIDENTS get a goodCIA_l?_lI;gctor John McCon
range of advice on such criti-who predieted {hat bombing "
cal issues- as Vietnam and the North would make them
that leaves them relatively more determined, not force :
free to choose fo dowhatever them to negotiate; then pre-
their instincts would have dicted thata U. S. ground war -
them do. awould only repeat Korea's
mistake. .

ONCE THE PRE FSIDFI\T The CIA generally comes
has decided on a course of 4C- off with good marks — its as-
tion, all levels of government gossments of both military
— career people included — and political situations scems
“seem ready to bend every ef- {4 have been excellent.

fort to support and jusiify the I's noteworthy because so'

decision. many peace advocates have.

— at one time or another. Wil-|
liam Bundy, the one at the,
State Department, had talent
for finding “middle gnound"’
between the extremes of ““‘do
nothing” and “‘all-out war”.
As events unfolded, the al-
- ternatives got closer and clos- !
er together — but he seemed .
always to be able to find a -

.new_ *“middle ground.” His .

view often prevailed — mak- °

A\/ ing U.S. policy therefore ap-

pear to be an endless series of -
“half - steps” toward all-out
war. !

MCGFORGE BUNDY, prob-
- ably LRI's closest adviser on
« the war and considerad the
‘ principal architect of Vietnam
policy, was nicre concerned
with protecting LBJ's image
_than the quality of advice he
. gave the President. |

He toned down the ‘“bomb
now” panic reports of others,
- but when he went to Saigon to

blamed the CIA for many of jpyestigate personally for

PRESIDENTS and their ad
the problems the U S. has _LBJ, McGeorge Bundy was

visers are willing to lie end-
lessly to the American public,
to Congress, to the world — if

faced in recent ygaxs.

selzed by the “we must do
something” fever that eventu-

THE $L.VOLUMES of the’
partment of governmentAfiproveld Eome!easélgewﬂ ﬁaﬁag@mpaaegm%edi@ﬁﬁ’m‘}ﬁﬁ eqyone but

‘access to secret documents.”

__ Probably never in modern .

short-range self mtele plcture of the pzmmpals

.- comt:nuea
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Times Report-Traces Start
0f Major Combat Rele
1=y. Cﬁ}\iilfﬂvs A\,v. CORBPRY '
* Washington Bureau of The sm; .
" Washinglon, June 15~«Pcnt_a-'
goti  records - published today
show that President Johnson

use United States ground troops,

on April 1, 1963, but banned any
immediate publicily or official
concession that a drastic policy
shift was involved. o

major,

Events surrounding this
departure  from the “pever:

again’” atfitude against.ground
war in Asia, which had persisted
from the end of the Korean war,

third in a serics of New York
Times articles. S
| The articles are based on “top
sceret”  defense  department
studies of ‘American involves
nient in Indochina from World
War II to mid-1963. The govern-
meat obtained a federal court
order. in New York foday sus-
pending further publication at
Teast uniil Saturday.
-Much Already Enown
Much of what has been pub-
{lished, in news reports and tex-
tual material, documents in de-
Aail what had been generally
known on the course of the war
—particularly from the time
just before the Tonkin Gulf epi-
sode of August, 1964, to the
post-Tet offensive studies in the
winter and spring of 1863 which
ended the U.S. build-up in Viels
nam. _ S
But the secret documents and
accorapanyiiig narrative in the

jor policy shifts were concealed.

One was the decision on com-
mitment of ground forces to of
fensive action, described in the

adminisiration’s discovery that
-the bambing of North Vietnam
in early 1965 would not prevent

the South’s collapse. . ;.

- corded in a National Securily

_ Robert S. McNamara, Secretary

made his momentous decision o g ional
ine battalions, and a “‘change of}
‘for offensive action in Vietnam :

formed the highlights of the.

- |gradual end wholly consistent
: {with existing policy.”

Pentagon papers also draniati--
cally exposc instances when ma-

Times as a result of the Johnson-

Mr. Johnson's decision was 1e-

Action Memorandum  daied -
April 6; 1985, signed by DMe--
George Bundy, and onc of the
huge numbers of documents the
Times has published. Mr. Bundy
was President Johnson’s special
assislant for national security.
The memo was addressed fo
‘Dean Rusk, Secrctary of State,

of Defense, and John A. Mc-\
Cone, dircctor of central intelli-
gence. 1t reported decisions tak-
en April 1, including expansion
of the forces in Victnam, espe-
cially including additional mar-

The original purpos€ of the
March deploymett had been de-
fense of the air base. S

1t had hecome clear during
this period that the fragile South.
Vietnamese government and its:

{Army faced collapse and that|

the “Rolling Thunder” bombing
campaign against the North,
tarted in February, 1985, would
G0t prevent it. ) .
-The Pentagon study said “the!
bombing effort seemed to stiffen
rather than soften Hanoi's back-
bong,” and optimism waned aft-
er a month of the air campaign.
The choice then was o with-

mission” for the Marines. That'
change called for “more active
use” under conditions to be
fixed by Secrctaries McNamara
and Rusk. L
The Penlagon study called
this a “pivotal” change and a
“deparhire from a long-held pol-
jey’ with momentous implica-
tions. But the Bundy-memoran-
dum said Mr. Johnson desired, |
that “premature publicity be
avoided by all possible precau-
tions.” _
"“The military -actions were to
"be faken rapidly, “but in ways
“that should minimize any ap-
pearance of sudden changes in .
policy.” Mr. Bundy wrote that
“ihe President’s desire is that
these movements and changes

draw, or to go to war on the|

ground. There were decp differ-
lences within the administration,
‘the Times noted, citing views ‘of
George W. Ball, then under sac-
retary of state, and Mr. Me-
Cone. ‘ ;

Mr. Ball believed neither
bombing nor ground fighting

|would solve the problem and

proposed in a memorandum
Junc 28 that the United States
“cut its losses” and get out,
according to the Pentagon ac-
count. : -

Mr. McCone, on the other
hand, had argued in April that it
would be unwise to commit
ground troops tmless there were
also willingness to bomb the

should be understood as being

The public learned officially of
the shift of ground forces lo a
combat--rather than defensive
—role  almost * inadvertently
“when the State Departinent re-
ferred to it vagucly on the fol-
lowing June 8. Lo

By that time, however, ob-
servers Tecall, Mr. Johnson's;
course was beginning to be apsi
parent, for all the lack of official
?commcnt. In February, Marind:
' antiaircraft units had been de-.
ployed at Da Nang to protect the
air base from which bombing
originated. :

In March, a battalion of Mar-
ine infantry had been sent to
Vietnam, followed in May by

North with “minimum  re-
straint” in an effort to break;
Hano?'s will R
But ab” that. time, President
Johnson was accepting the coun-
sel of Gen, William C. West-
more_l_vzznd, then American com-
mander-in Vietnam, using com-
bat tl'oops,.\and was in no mood
for compromise, the Pentagon’
account indicates. .- .
Regarding the commitment of
ground _forces, the Pentagon)
papers say there was a “sulile
changé in emphasis.” = .
“Instead of simply denying
the ehemy- victory and convine-
ing him he could not win,” the
study says, “the thrust became
defeating the enemy in the
South. This was sanctioned im-
plicitly as the only way to

activation of the big Marine-
headquarters in Da Nang and
arrival of Army airborne troops.

nam.”

achieve the U.S. objective of a
non-Communist ~ South  Viet-

PR SR
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The New York Times’ publication of
thie details of a secret Pentagon study on
the origins and history of United Stales
involvement in Vietnam should clear the
cobwebs from a lot of minds.

Lyndon Daines Johnson Cdmpm,t red
for a second presidential {erm in 1964 as
a candidate of peace and restraint hut
was carrying around plans in his pocket
for an escalated war,

< Ive months before the CE‘]“bla ed
wlf-of Tonkin incident, the President
* had already approved a step-up in covert
military altacks on North Vieinam, one
.ol which led to the Tonkin contact: be-
“qween U. S. destroyers and North Viet-
namese torpedo boats,

_ That contact led, in turn, to the
_adoption by Congress of the Gulf of Ton-
kin resolution, which was used so tjior-
- oughly by the President in stepping
_the bombing of North Vietnam and. ex-
panding U, S. aclion on ihe ground in
South Vielnam.

© Jut the escalation plan had lung
been ready. It waited only the right mo-
. ment to see the light of day. And it:=aw
that light after a long period in which
COI’I;L(‘E’:’ and the American people had
been kept in the dark about the Jolmson
Administration’s intentions.

Furthermore, ‘U. 8. involvemeni in

_‘tho war was apparcntly slowed down in
that summer and fall of 1964 so Johrson

cumd make the most of heing the peace -

candidate. Meanwhile, Barry Goldwater
was being pilloried for recklessness in
his statements on {he nced to bumb
North Vietnam. '

© he real difference between the two
candidates on that score was that Cold-
waler ‘was vulnerable. Johnson, by mask-
ing his truc intentions, was not.

= The sleady and bloody expansion of
our role in Seuth Vietnam from 1961 to
1968 was an incredible job of stage man-

AN

iptelligence that the ceelbrated

- 50,000.

agement and behind-th
ing of Machiavellian proportions.
President Johnson carrfed out the

bombing of the North in the way he had
in mind during the campaign. The bomb-

ing didn’t bresk the North’s will either
to resist or to continue its support of the

-Viet Cong in the South. Therefore, on

April 1, 196%, Johnson decided to use
Awmerican troops for offensive action, but
with a minimum of information to Con-
gress and the people.

The actions went against inielligence
advice. The two niajor dissenters within

“the administration, George Ball of the

State Departiment and John NMcCone of
the Central Intelligence Agency, did not
prevail,

R
oty

¥ven the picdnmmant yeason for

lavge-scale U.S. intervenlion was stage
managed. For the Pentagon study shows
that it was not so much- the independ-
ence and self-determination of {he South
Vietnamese that was at stake as il was

the U.S. fear of loss of face and the

Lelief that “neutralization” or loss off
Qouth Vietnam would be disasirous to
our own prestige,

It was not cven the estimate of U.S.
d “domins
theory” was valid, The CIA’s assessment
of the resulls of a Compunist vietory in
South Vietnmm and Laos was that only

“Cambodia would be clearly in jeopardy.

But we still poured in a half-million men
and took a death toll of more than

.
Not that the Johnson Adminisiration
alone was to blame. The Pentagon study

. 'Jast years

g-5Ccenes maneuver-

But the 7,000-page

presidential papers, shows that, in the

especia

ple or their elected representatives.
For that reason, if for no other, we

are gratified that the classified document

—— the result of a project ordered by
Robert S. McNavaara when he was Secre-

“tary of Defense — has been bmug_ht i0
- light

The law says thal anyone will Dbe

prosecuted who chvu](feq classified mate- |
Hal “prejudicial to the safely of’ intercst

of the Uniled States.” This information,
in our judgment, does the opposite.

We, the people, needed to know itr{é

contents —— and we needed o know thept
a long time ago. - j

© FOLLOW THE LEADER?
. from right, Jolmson, Maxwell

'I‘a}ktr, MeNamara, Gilpairie and Le-
1 .\Iny

covers three decades of U.S. policy in

Joutheast Asia and shows a steady pro-
gression toward the hard war Lhrough the
Truman, Eisenhower, Kennedy and John-
SOI  years. .
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report, for all its '
bgapa due to the unavailability of private

111y, the exceutive |
“branch did not level with cither the peo-
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By Thomas B, Ross

" Sun-Tinvez Bureau

WASHINGTON -~ Former Fresdent Lyn-

" jon B. Johnson purposely concealed his decl-
siont to send U.S, troops into offensive oper-.
ations in Vietnam, according to top sccret
Pentagon documents revealed Tuesday.

Jn the third installment of a scries of dis-
closures on a massive Defense Department
“Kisiofy of the war, the New York Times e
ported that on-April 1, 18G5, Mr. Johnson de-
cided to order the marines into combat be-
‘cause the borubing of North Vietnam showed
no sign of preventing the collapse of the Sal-
gon government. . )

The President transmitted his decision, the
Times revesled, in an April 6 National Secur-
ty Action Memorandum which warned he de-
sired that “premature publicity be avoided by
all possible precautions” s0 as to “minimizg
any appearance of sudden changes in policy.”

Mr. Johnson's decision was successiully ob-
scured natil June whep the State Departruent,
apparently inadvertantly, declared that U.S.
troops were “‘available for combat support.”

] A question and an answer '

But even in annowncing an increase in the
troop level from 75,000 to 125,000 men the fol-
lowing month, Mr. Johnson denicd  any
¢hange In the orlginal policy of keeping U.5,
dorces in o defensive role. - :

My, President,” a reporter asked during a
July 28 press conference, *‘does the fact thut
you are sending additional forces {o Vietnanm
imply any change in the exisling policy of
relying mainly on the Soulh Vielnamese o
carry out -offensive operations and usihg

American forces 10 guard installations and

act as emergency backup?”

Mr. Johnson replied: “It doss not fmply

any change in policy whatever. 1t does not
Imply change of objective.”

In fact, as the Times quotes from the Peu- gmong the soldiers.”
vas well recognized wilhin' DPut the administrat

the administvation that thAppridvetiPok Releabe 2008011 /28 CIRLR

“momentous implications” and that the July nese and issued terms that were

tagon history, it

- backbone,”

e

declsion was “a threshold « entrance fulo an
Aslan land war,” . .
Prepared for dong wai’

“The conflict,” the history reperledly goos
on {o declare, “was seen to be long, with fute
ther U.S. deployment to follow . . . Final
acceptance of the desirability of Inflcting de-
feat on the enemy rathor than erely denying
him wictory opened the door fo an ndeter
minate amount of additienal force . . . there

 are manifold indications that they (Mr. John-
'son and his top advisers) were prepared for

g long war.” .
The Times report 6n ihe Pentagon history
provides the following chronology of evente

on the fateful decision to enter & major

ground wat In Vietnaro,

Within one month of the start of full-scale
bombing attacks on Norih Vietnam, the Johu-
son adminisiration realized that the rajds
stcaamed to stiifen rather than soften Hanol's

Desplte publle assertions of optimlsry, there
was olso Intense awareness within the admin-
fstration that things were rapidly deterioval:
fng in South Vietnam, C

MeNamara warned
On March 24, 1963, John T. McNaughton, &
native of Pekin, JiL, and assistant secrelary

i
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Mcomprormlise” but, in reality, were “a de-
mand for their (North Vietnam's) surrens

dar” : - :
Alone among Mr, Johnson'’s top advisers,’
Undersecretary of State George Bzl wos urgs
ing that the United States “cut its losses"
and withdraw. Ball recoznized thatl the nation
would loze face in Asia but Insisted the sofs
back would be temporary and in the loag run
it would emerge “wiser and more mature.”
o CIA misgivings ‘ :
Jotm A, McCoie, director of the Centval In-
tellimence Agency, had misgivings about the
commitment of U.S troops to offznsive oper-
ations but for a different reasen. He argued
that the policy change ‘would prove futile
without-a great intensification of the hombing
of North Vietaam, ~ - '
“ie will find ourselves,” he said In @
memo of April 2, “mired down in combat i
the jungle in a military cffort that we canuoct
win and from which we will have cxirema
' difficully extracting ourselves.” I
Mr. Johnson was constautly being stirred to
-slronger action by his leading intellectual,
“Walt W. Rostow, who wroie at one point:
i “There may be a tendency to underestimate
“both the anxietics and complications on tha
other side and to underestimate that limlted

fonen 01 ot Jtv ofialrs . .
of defense for interuational security &Halss, y peql niargin of influcnce on the outcome

warned Dafense Scc. Robert §. McNamara

fhat “there Is consensus that efforts. inside
SVN (South Vietnam) will probably fail to
prevent collapse.”

“The sitoation

s gencral,” McNaughton's
memo declared, “ds bad and deterlorating.

which flows from the simple fact that at tilg

The VC (Viet Cong) have the initiative. De- .

foatlom 15 caining wmong the rvral popus

Rl

lation, somewhat in the citics and ecven
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ion was determined 10 )
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‘Whatever the outcome of the pub-
lication by The New York Times
of a secret documentary oit the

- Américan presence in Indochina

may be in the light of the grénting
of a temporary federal court in-

‘junction sought on the ground that

the law had been violated, cne

thing already*i§ very clear. That

! is7 the role ascribed by its critics.
. to the Central Intelligence Agency

as the evil genius of U.S. involve-

" ment proves to be more myth than

reality. .

" 7The fact is the record now re-
vealed shows that the C1A warned
against deeper involvement as ear-
ly &s November, 1964. In describ-

‘ing the attitude of the intelligence

community, the T imessays the
study shows the people involved
“tended. toward a pessimistic

An intclligence panel composed

“of members of the threc leading
_agencies—the CIA, the State De-

partment’s Bureau of Intelligence
and Rescarch, andtheDefense
(Department’s) Intelligence Agen-

"cy—ordercd to study a Joint
* Chief’s recommendation that North

Vietnam be bombed into surrer-
der, concluded that there wasno

- “strong chance of breaking Ha-
- noi's will.” )

~ -“The course of actions the Com-
munists have pursued in South
Vietham over the past few years

* implies a.fundaméntal estimate on

161577
,f

il
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their part that the difficulties facing b

the U.S. aré so great that U.S. will
and ability to maintain resistance
in that area can be gradually erod- -

ed—without running high risks that-
this would wreak heavy “destruc-

tion on the D.R.V. (Hanoi) or Com-

munist China,” the panel ‘said.

“« . ; We do not believe that such

actions (large-scale bombing of in- .
dustry) would have a crucial cffect

on the daily lives of the over-
whelming majority. of the North
Victnam population 7. - :
In April, 1965, John
then head of -the CIA,warne d
against plans to undertake combat
operations on the ground against
Viet Cong guerrillas without com-
mensurate increase in bombing of
North Vietnam; in short, we can-
not win cheaply and to win at all
we must go all out. ’
wfpn effect, we will find ourselves
mired down in combat in the jungle

“in a military effort that we cannot

win, and from which we will have

: CIA-RBP91 -0L)901 R000600110002-1
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extreme, difficulty extricating our-

sclves.”

These adviccs. are hardly- whatxz

one would expect from an organi-

,ation so many believe is at the ‘

bottom of all our overseas adven-
tures. In fact, instead of urging the
U.S. to escalate the war, the CIA

crease our commitment. It ranup

the danger flags, and acted as re- :

sponsibly as its harshest critics’

" was warning the U.S..mot to in-

could have hoped it would. . - ]

et e
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- The basic shift in U.S. strat-’

tion to offensc and caleulated’
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By '\] wrrey Mar de)
Washinglon Post Staff Writer

President: Johnson ordered
public silence initially on a
of April 1,
1965, which staited the mas-
sive  buildup of American
ground forces in the Vietnam-
ese war,
documents published

Times. N

egy from defeuse and retalia-

escalation did seep oul picce-
meal in Jater months, Dut the
orders, details, and conse-
quences of that change--de-
scribed as “pivetal” in the U.S.
share ¢ the war—are dis.
closed for the first time in the
secrel  documents assembled

in the Yentagon in 1967-GS. -

Adminlshration officials
were instructed to take “all
possible precautions” {o avoid
“premature publicity” on the
Presidenl’s April 1 decision on

“change of mission” for two

U.S. Marine battalions which
bad landed at Danang on
March 8, 1965, for airbase de-
fense, and fm an initial in-

crease of 18,000 to 20,000 more

U.S. troops in Vietnam.

‘Even 'thc change in the
Aroop mission was only guard-
cdly identified in a secret Na-
tional Securily Action Memo-
randum, number 328,

more active use.” Instructions
were given lo act rapidly, “but
in ways that should minimize
any appearance of sudden
changes in policy,” to make the
new actions- appear to be
“gradual and wholly consistent

'

.might frecze U.S.

with existing policy.”

In fact, the United States
was embarking upon the first
use of major combat forces in
a land war in Asia since the
Korean conflict of the early
19505, The U.S. pesition on
entering into negotiations that
activitics
without ending the Vietcong

;challenge to the Saigon gov-

crument was described in to-
fally negative terms.

il was revealed in of- |

as an’
-authorization *“to permit their

SUINGTEY

e
+

S

MeGeorge. DBundy, Presi-
dent Johnson's national secu-
rity adviser, told him in a
memorandum  dated Feb. 7,
1965: )

“We want to keep before
Hanoi the carrot of our desist-
ing as well as the stick of con-
tinued pressure. We also need
to conduct the application of
force so that there is always a
prospect of worse to eome .. .

“We should aceept discus-
sion on these terms in any
fovum, but we should nol now
accepl the idea of negoliations
of any sorl cxcept on the
basis of a standdown of Viet-
cong violence.”

President Jo]msou told Am- 2

assador Maxwell D, Taylor in
Saigon on May 10, 1965, that
he was planning to order the
{first - pause in the recenlly
launched sustained bombing
of North Vietnam. The Presi-
dent said he would use.the
pause “to pgood effect with
world opinion.” N

“You should undersiand,”.
he told Taylor, “thal my pur-
pose In this plan is to begin to
clear a path citlier toward res-
toration of peace or toward in-
creased military action, de-
pending upon the reaction of
the Communis(s.”

That five-day bombing3
pause produced nothing, to:
the surprisc of few adminisira.-
tion sirategists. By June 1, the'
administration already had se-,
cretly approved plans for de-
ploving aboul 70,000 U.S,
troops in South Vietnam but
the efficial U.S. public posi-
tion concealed those plans and
inteutions. -

What a Pentaﬂon (mal,‘, f de-
scribes in the docum nis as
“an honest and superficially
innocuous statement by -De-
partment of State Press Offi-

cer Robert J. McCloskey on,!

June. 8 was the {irst public
hint of the major strategy
shift authorized on April 1.
MecCloskey said, “American
forces would be available for
combat support together with
Vietnamese forces when and if
necessary,” and had engaged
in “combat.”

President Johnson cxploded
over this adinission, even
thougl there already had been
news “leaks” on the sccret!
change in strategy, The While
House, “hoisted by its own pe-
tard,” according {o a Penlagon
ana]vst tricd to cquivocate
but was forced into an ddmls

sion,
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A While House statemncnt
said, “There has been, no
change in  the mission of
United . Siatcs g,round -combat
units in Vietnam in' recent
days or weeks” The statement
said “The primary mission”;
vas {o “secure and safeguard”
instzllations such as the Da-
nang air base, but “if help is
requested” in “support of Viet-
.namese forees faced with ag-
gressive altack” the U.S. Com-
mander, Gen., Williamn C. West-
nior elcmd “also has authoutj
to supply 1t

Even that b<1r.]\h<mdcd ad-
‘mission that a military thresh-
.hold had been crossed, how-
ever, gave the public only
fragmentary = awareness of
;what was actually happening

in a US. troop buildup that
eventually grew to over half-
a-million men.

, A Stale Department cable-
-gram to U.S. diplomalic mis-
sions abroad, on Feb, 18, 1965,
instructed them that “focus of
public atiention will be kept
as far as possible on DRY
(North Vietnamese) aggres-
sion; not on . joint GVN-US
(South Viectnamese-American)
military operations.”

i
The United States hadl
moved with  great speech
through multiple stages of

military involvement, starlingh

in Jebruary. “Operation Flam- ;

Dart,” initiated Feb. 86,
had authorized “tit-for-
retaliatory air
against North Vietnam. On
Feh. 13, President Johuson
had crossed the next major di-
viding line, authorizing “Oper-
ation Rolling Thunder”—con-
tinuing bombing of the Norlh,
which began March 2.

But before a month was out
“optimism began to wane,”
cven among the optimists,
about the prospeets for getling
North Vietnam and the Vict-
cong to agree to negotiations
to break off the war. Many
milifavy and civilian planners
had been convinced from the
outset that those hopes were
jhighly misplaced anyhow.

While thesc initial actions
were being launched the Joint
Chicfs of Staff and maony
other strategists were inten-
lsively planning, and urging,
jthe introduction of U.S.
gxound. troops in multiple divi-
sion strength.

One footnote illustrates th‘
‘military coordination problem
during that first heelic period.
South Viclnamese Mal_‘shal

ing
1365,
tat”

CIA-RDP91-00901R000600110002-1

strikes),

Nguyen Cao Ky, who was Jead-
ing South Vietnamese bomb-
ers on a Feb. 8 joint reprisa
sirike against the North,

bomb loads on an unass
target in the Vinlinh area”
order, as Ky maintained, to
avoid colliding with U.S. &ir-
craft that he said were hitting
his assigned target.

The Pentagon study stales
that once “the bombing effort
seemned to stiffen rather than
sofien Hanoi’s backbone . . .
The U.S. was presented essen-
tially with two options:

in

“(1) to withdraw unilaterally|.

frommn  Vietnam leaving the

South Vietnamese to fend for|

themselves, or (2) to cominit
.ground forcées in pursuit of ‘ils
‘objectives. A third optlol that
,0£ drasiically increasing the
.scope and scale of the bomb
lmg, was reojected because of
(the concomitant high risk of
mv1tmrf Chingse intervention.”

John T. MeNaughton, As-
sistant Secrclary of Defense,
in a March 24, 1965, memoran-
dum to McNamara, said “U.S,
policy appears to be drifting
. because while there is
conscnsus that efforts inside”
South Vietnam to arouse more
cifective eivilian and military
improvements ,“will probably
fail to prevent collapse, all ...
of the possible remedial
courses of aclion have so far
been rejeeted.”

But large-scale U.S. {roop
deployments - were precisely
what the Joint Chiefs and
Gen. Westraoreland 'in Saigon
were contemplating, The
Joint Chicfs, especially since
March 20, were urging the
initial introduction of tlhree
divisions, {wo Americans and
one South Korean, for
stroying the Vlclcong ”

Initially the Joint Chiefs
were pushing for more forces
than was Wesimoreland, but
as the South Vietnamese
forces began to crumble
under a Vietecong offensive in
the summer of 1963, with the
first North Vietnamese units
reported in the South, Wesl
moreland became the advo-
cale of what was described

as a “44 baltalion” inpul
strategy.

At first, the Umted mtv
embarked on  an “anln'

strategy, to cstablish-and hold
base positions on the South
Vietnamese coast. Ambassa-
dor Taylor, a former choir

man of the Joinl Chiefs , e

eontimcd

re-
portedly “dummped his ﬂight’s!
igned,

“de-.

-
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Pezsonal letier j’)om Walt W. ROSLO\V, chairman of ihe State D’)pfu tment’s
Policy Planning Council, to Sccaetary McNamara, Nov. 16, 1964, “'mlucuy Dis-

posxtlom and Political Signals.”

N Pollowmg on our conversatlon of Tast
night 1 am concerned that too much
thought is being given to the actual
damage we do in the North, not enough

thought to the signal .we wish fo send.

The signal consists of three parts:

a) damage to the North is now to be
inflicted because they are nontuw the
© 1954 and 1962 accords; )

b) we are ready and able to go much
further than our jnitial act of damage

¢) we are ready and able to meet any
evel of esealation they might mount in

~zesponse, if they are so minded.

Four points follow. .
1. T am convinced that, we should not

- go forward into the ne xt stage without

a US ground force commitmcnt of some

}kmd

a. The withdrawal of thosc ground

forces could be a critically important

“part of our diplomatic bargaining

posi-

" tion. Ground forces can sit during a con-

ference more easily than we can main-
tain a serics of mounting air and naval
pressures.

b. We must make cicar that counter
escalation’ by the Communists will run
directly into US strength on the ground;

- and, thexcfore the possxbxllty of radically

© be vulnerable to retaliatory o

1y extending their posmon on the ground

at the cost of air and naval d”umge

alone, is ruled out.

¢. There is a marginal possibility that
in attacking the zirficld they were think-
jng two moves ahead; namely, they
mlght be planning a pre-emptive ground

force response to an cxpected US retall

ation for the Bien Hoa attack.

2. ‘The first critical military action
against North Vietnam should be de-
sipned merely to install the principle
that they will, from the present forward,

north for continued viclations for the
1954 and 1962 Accords. In bther words,
we would sienal a shift from the prin-

Privéd

BN -

i . . ~
sponse. This means that the initial use
of force in the north should be as lim-
ited and as unsanguinary as possible. 1t
‘is the installation of the p.inciple that
we are initially mtelcsted in, not tit
for tat.,

3. But our force dispositions to ac-
company an initial. retaliatory move
against the north should send three
further signals lucidiy:

. a. that we arc pulling in place a’
-capacity subsequently to step up direct
and naval pressurc on the north, if Lhat

: shovld be rcqun’od

* b, that we arc prepared to face down
'any form of escalation North Vietnam
.might mount on the ground; and

C. that we are putting forces into
place to exact retaliation directly against
Cormmunist China, if Peiping should join

“in an cscalatory response from Hanol.
The latter could take the form of in-
creased aircraft on TFormosa plus, per-
haps, a carvier force sitting-off China
.distinguished from the forcc in the
South China Sea. C
" 4, The launching of this track, almost
CQrtamly, will require the President to
explain to our own people and to the
world our intentions and objectives. This
" will also be perhaps the most persuasive
form of communication with Mo and
Mao. In addition, I am inclined to think
- the most direct commumcatlon we can
mount (perhaps via Vientiane and war-
saw) is desirable, as opposed to thc use
of cut-outs. They should feel they now
confront an LBJ who has made up his
mind. Contrary to an anxiety expressed
at an earlier stage, 1 believe it quite

possible to commumcatc the limits as
well as the scnou%mss of our intentions
without 12 ising seriously the fear in

‘T" v;\- . »\!
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'apprecmtlon of the view in Hanoi and
Pciping of the Southcast Asia problem.
1 agree almost campletely with SNIE
10-3-64 of Oclober 9. Here are the criti-
cal passages:

“While they will seck to exploit and
encourage the deteriorating situation in
Saigon, thny plobdbly will avoid actions
that would in their view unduly in-
crease the chances of a major US re-
sponse against North Vietizam (DRV) ot
Communist China. We are almost cer-
tain that both Hanoi and Peiping are
anxious not to become involved in the
kind of war in which the great weight
of superior US weaponry could be
brought against them. Even if Hanoi and
Peiping estimated that the US would not

. use nuclear weapons aoamst them, they
could not be sure of thxs

“In the face. of ncw US pressures
against the DRV, further actions by
Hanm and Peiping would be based to a
-considerable extent on their estimate of
US intentions, i.e., whethér the US was
actually detcrmmeu to increase its pres-
sures as necessary. Their estimates on
this point are probably uncertain, but
we believe that fear of proveking severe
measurcs by the US would lead them to
temper their lespovscs with a Uood deal
of caution.

“If (lL,SpltC‘ Commumst efforts, the US
altacks continued, Hanoi's leaders would
have to ask themsol\ es whether it was
not better, to suspend their support of
Viet Cono military action rather than
suffer thL destruction of their major
military facilitics and the industi: fal sec-

FHrRefess¥ 20081 28 IR RO dROGERIIAIBAbZ 0 )

Delta m China, or seck any other ob-
]CCUVL th"m thc Te- m)tallatxon of the

their favor in South Victnam, they m\ﬁhtﬂ
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RECISION

President Johnson decided on April 1, 1965,
to commit U.S. ground froops to offensive action
in South Victnam, but the decision was withheld
from the American public for more than two
months, according to Pentagon records.

The records show that the first public in-
dication of the shift in Vietnam policy was on

© June 8, 1965, and that Johnson did not fully re-
veal the breadth of his decision until- July.

‘The steps that Jed to the massive deployment
of U.S. forces in South Vietnam and the change.
‘in strategy ave the themes in the third of a series

of articles by the New York Thmes, based on a
massive and secvel report by the Pentagon on
U.B. involvement in Southeast Asia.
The study was commissioned in 1967 by then
- Secretary of Defense Robert S. McNamara., It
‘) covered U.S. policy in Indochina from World War
-~ II to the spring of 1968 when the Paris peace
talks convened.

The Times says the Pentagon study was ob-

tained from ofher sources through the investiga-
tive reporting of Neil Sheehan. The series was

researched and written over threce months by

Shechan and other staflf members.’

The Times’ first story Sunday covered cvents
‘before the Tonkin Gulf incidents of late swnimer
1864, through planning that lead to full-scale air

‘war. The second installment covered the months’
between the Tonkin Gulf incident and beginning-
of the air war in March 1965—a decision reaclied,
‘but not revealed, during Johnson’s presidential .

rcampaign,

-3 Johnson’s

decisiony to commit ground troops,

as a “de

accoyding to the Pentagon record, was recognized
parture from long-held policy” that had

“Insmentous implications.”

to the

L : The study alluded
policy axiom since the Korcan war that

another land war in Asia should be avoided.
Johnson’s Orders

... Although the president’s decision was a
pivotal” change, the Pentagon analyst wrote,

©“Mr. Johnson was greatly concerned that the

2

step be given ag little prominence as possible.”,

A National Security Action Memorandum
on April 6 spelled out the decision. 1t instructed
counci! members:
premature publicity be avoided by all possible
precautions. The actions themsclves should be
taken ag rapidly as practicable, but in ways that
should minimize
changes in policv. . . .

“The president desives . . .

In the spring of 1965, the study shows, the
administration counted on air assaults {o break

{ Hanoi’s will and persuade North Vietnam to halt

Viel Cong insurgency in the South.

. “Once sel in motion, however,” the study says,
the bombing effort seemed to stiffen rather than

soften Hanoi’s backbone. . . . After & month of

bombing with no response from the Norih Viet-

namese, optimism began to wane.”

_The U.S. at thal point faced cssentbially two
options, the study says—to withdraw unilater-
ally and leave the South Vietnamcse to fight for
themselves, or to cormit ground foreces.

The £pril 1 Decision
Drastic increases in the scope and scale of

- hte bombing were rejected initially because of the

risk of Chinese intervention.
And so within a month, the account con-
tinues, with the administration recognizing that
bombing would not work quickly enough to pre-
vent collapse of the South, the
cricial decision was made to
put the two Marine battalions
already in the South—assigned
fo® static defense—on the of-

fense.

Because of Johnson's desire
fo keep the shift from defense
to. offense imperceptible to the
publie, the April 1 decision re-
ceived no publicity “until i
crept out almost by aceident in
& ‘State Department release on
8 June,” the study.says.

By July 28, when the presi-
dent himself announced the in-
crease of troop strength, which
had .been slowly and incon-
spicuosly bulding in South Viet-|
nam during the spring, 75,000
troops were in South Vielnam. '

Two days later, the Joint
Chicls approved additional de-
ployment, involving 193,687 U.S.
froops, and subsequently woni
Johnson’s approval, By the endI
of- 1965, 184,000 were aclually in
South Vietnam.

At a July 28 press conference,
Johnson was ‘asked if the add-
tienal forces jmplied any change
in the policy of relying mainly
on South Vietnainese troops for
offense and using American
forces to guard installations and
for emergency support.

» YIE does not imply any change
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Cab?eg:am from .Secretmy of .Suaie Dean Rush to the United States
Embassy in Vientiane, Luos, Aug. 26, 1964, A copy oj' t‘nu me<:'~:a ce was sent-

to the Commcmdel in C}ue;, af‘zﬁc

We agree with your assessment of
Importance SAR operations that Air

America pilots can play . critically im-.

portant role, and SAR efforts should not
discriminate between rescuing Ameri-
cans, Thais and Yao. You are also here-
by granted as requested discretionary
authority to use AA pilots in T-28's
for SAR operations when you consider
this indispensable rpt indispensable to
steeess of operation and with under-
standing that you will seck advance
Washmoton authorization whelevm sit-
uation perinits.

At same txmc, we bnhexe time has
come to review scope and control ar-
rangernents for T-28 opu?tlons extend-
ing into fulure. Such a review is especi-
ally indicated view fact that these op-
crations more or less automatically im-
pose demands for use of US personnel
in SAR operations. Moreover, increased
“AA capability clearly means possibilities
of loss somewhat increased, and each
loss with accompanying SAR operations
involves chance of escalation from one
action to another in ways that may not

Rusk

Cablc';'ram }'lom S(ctetury of .State Rus{\ to the Uniled Stales Embass ".

~erations - and  your

P S

be desirable in wider picture. On other
side, we naturally recognize T-28 opera-
tions are vital Loth for their-military
and p:ycho]og:cal effects in Laos and as
negotiating  cerd in support | of
Souvanna’s poamon Request your view
whether balauce of above factors would
call for some reduction in scale of ap-
erations and-or dropping of some of
better-defended targets, (Possible exten-
sion T-28 operations to Panhandle would
be separate issue and will be covered
by secptel)

s+ On central problem our understand-
ing is that Thai pilots fly missions
stumly controlled by your Air Com-
mand Center with

of Lao pilots. We have Impression latter

. not really under any kind of firm con-

trol.

Request your evaluation and recom-
mendations as to future scope T-28 op-
comments as
to whether our impressions present con-
trol structure correct and whether steps
could be tak“n to tighten tms

: Query to ijaiza” & Fimbs 58y
On 'l .L,)a,:)u Jﬁha 2 r;:»

dc?ﬂS Lf‘“‘ X 'w{‘ 1’ i

inI
aos, Aug. 7, 1964, Copzcs were also sent, with a request for comment, to

the Ammu an missions in London, Pari is, Saigon, Ba; w.m" Otiawa, New Delhi

Moscow, Pnompenh and Ilong Kong,
mmzou at the Umlcd Nations.

1. As pozntcd “out in yom 219 our ihat acw,nt

objective in Laos is to stabilize the situa-
tion again, if possible within framework
of the 1962 Geneva setllement, Fssen-
tial to stabilizdition waould be establish-

iy, Morcover,” we haw ‘;ome concern

Ur,

and to the Pa"z}'tc command and the

2
.G sticcesses 'um 1cp01 ted‘
low PL moralc may lead to zome escala-
tion from Commuuist side, which we do
1 not nows wish to have to deul with

2. Uniil now, Souvanna’s and our po-

) require a0 wilhdrawal
; from areas seized in IDJ since May 15

1o Butler (

77 present fa

[word illegible] in .
effective control, but that this not true

s equilibrium
no longer n
-Lao withdrg
tion to 14-n
fact though
curred 1o So
is also touc

» Souvanna a
PDJ withdr
evitably ins
gains, and

arrangemen

division. I

STAT

‘were to be
best be don
it might be used by souvanua as DELEI-
ing counter in obtaining satisfaction on
his other condition ﬂmt he attend con-
.ference as head of Lactian Government.
Remaining condxtmn would be cease-
fire, While under present conditions
cease-fire might not be of net advantage

to Souvanna—we are thinking primarily
of T-28 operations—Puthet Lao would
no doubt insist on it. If so, Souvanna
could press for-effective ICC policing of
cease-fire. Latter could be of importanc e
in upcoming period.

+ 3. Above is written” with thoug ht in
-mind that Polish proposals [one word il-

legible] effectively collapsed and that:

pressures continue for Geneva [word il-
legible] conference and will no doubt
be intensified by current crisis brought
on by DRV naval attacks, Conference on
Laos might be useful safety valve for
these generalized pressures while at
same time providing some deterrent to
escalation of hostilities on that part of

the “fronl.” We would insist that con-.

ference be limited to Laos and believe
that it could in fact be so limited, if

. necessary by bur withdrawing from the

‘conference room if any other subject

.brought up, as we did in 1961-62. Side
. discussions on other dopics could not be
avoided but we see no ‘great difficulty
witlhi- this; venue for informal corridor
discussion with PL, DRV, and Chicoms

* - could be valuable at this juncture.
4. In consideringihis course of action,”

“key initial que stion 1s of course waet‘m‘r
"Souvanna himself 4 is prepared to drop
his withdrawal precondition and wheth-
er, if he did, he could maintain himsclf
in power in Vientizne, We gather that
- answer to first question is probably yes
but we are much more dubicus about

ent of military equilibrium in Mﬁgyeﬂt’ﬁﬁﬁR&@ééé’%gy 112814 CIMRDP91 00901R000600110002 1
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By Murrey Marder

and Chalmers M. Roberts

washinoton Post Siaff Writers

The Johnson administration
planned for mejor Araerican
military action against North
Nicam ncarly five montbs be-
fore the 1064 Tonkin Gulf ju-
cident, according to secret gov-
ernment docurments made pub-
JHe yesterday by Yhe New York
Times.

These plans were rade, the
docwrents show, at o’ time
when the United -Slates al-,
ready  was directing clandes-
{ine sabolage operations in the:
Norih.
©wo months before the at-
Hack on two Amcrican destroy:
ers in the Gulf of Tonkin on
Aug. 2 and 4, 1864, the admin-’
jstration scnt a Canadian dip-
Jomat, J. Dlair Scebory, on &
secret mission to Hanol whece !
he is quoled as telling Pro-
mier Pham
the event of escalation (of the
war) the greatest davastation
would resull for the DLV,
(North Vietnam) itsell”

S was the Tonkin incident
-~called totally unprovoked by
the administration—whicii led
Congress on Aug. 7, 1664, to
pass a resolution declaring
that the United States was
“prepared, as the President di-
recls, #a ‘take all necessary
steps, including the use of
avmed force.” to assist South
\fie(nam.. It was on this resoiu-
tion that President Johnson
subsequently leaned heavily to
widen the war,

tThe documents ave part of a
multi-volumed_ collection  of
’gl‘ecords and -comments assem-
ibled under the dircelion of;

ithen  Secretary of Delense
‘Robert 8. NceNamara, The'
bulk of the documents  dis-

clesed thus far by the Times
are of military ovigin but in-
clude some White House and
State Department papers that
reached the Pentagon. Othoer
doc_uments were only alluded
;_tq or quoted from in the news-
ipaper’s story.
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A Nalional Security Actiou

Memorandum  of March 17
1064, presiumshly the result of
a presidentisl decision, sof out
both the sdministration’s po-
litical oims and the basis for
its militzry planning, A cable
somt threc days later by the
Iiegident to  Henry Cabot
Lodge, then {he Amerjcan am-

baszador Jn Salgon, il]umi-»&
watles his Intentions, - :

The memorandun says that
wwe seck an independont non-
Communist. South Vietuant”
but “do not renuwre that it
gerve as & Western hase or &s
a member of & Western alli-

lance. Scelh Vietnam raust be

however, to accept oul-
slde assistance as required to
maintain its security.”
Repeating langnage from a
MeNnmara nemorandum  of
March 16 to the President

{ree,

twrn from

of the Joint
D. Waylor) the National Ser
curity  Couneil document o]
flects the preveiling belief in
what President Eisenhower
had ¢alled the “domine effect”
of the Joss of Bouth Vietnam,

Unless the objective Is
achieved in South Vietnam, it
says, “almost all of Southeast
Asia will probably fall uner
Communist. dominance” or ac-
comnmodate  to  Communism.
he  Philippines, it was
judgad, “would hecome shaky”
and “the threat to India on
the woest, Ausiralia and New
zealmnd to the South, and Tal-
war, Xorea, and Japan to {he

norih would be greatly in-
creaged.”
The policy decision, -then,

was to “prepare immediately
to be in. @ position on 72 howrs’
uotice to iniliate the full
range of Laotian and Cambo-
Gian ‘border control actions’”
as well “the ‘retaliatory ac-
tions' against North Vietnam
and to Le in & position on 30
days’ notice to initiate the pro-
gram of ‘raduated overt mili-
tary pressure’ agoinst North
Vietnam .. .”

'he President’s cable te
Lodge says that “our planning

as

: - - - -grounds—ihet “overt—military.

/Norih Vietnam
a

RSy .
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action’” thon was “prevature.”’|
1y, Johnson offered &s one
resson cthat  statewent” that
“we expeet o showdown be-
tween the Chinese and Soviet
Communist parties and action’
agninst the Nerth will he morve!
praciicable after than before a!
showdown.” '

The President also told
Lodge that pert of his job
then was “knocking cdown lbe
idea of neutralization” of Viet-
yom, an idea advancad hy
{hen TFrench I'resident Charles)
deGuulle, “wheraver it yoars|
its nuly head and on this point
1 {hink that nothing is more

iraportant than {o stop nouteale and

jst {alk whorever we cin by
whatever means we can” i

The yesulling contingency
planning is shown in severa
documents.

as Dec. 21, 1883, & memor

dumn from MeNamera to Trosi-.
Johuson veferred to

«plans for covert action into!

.

{hat “present
wide variely of subotage and
psychological oparations” that
should “provide mazimum
pressure withinhmum risk.”
Thizs clandestine program
beeame “Operation Plan 3%
A launched on IFeb. 1, 1054,
1t was described in a National
Seeurily  memorandum the
next month as “amodest ‘cov-
crl” program operated hy
south Vietnamess {(and a few.
Chinese Nationalist)--a pro-
gram so limited that it is un-
likely to have any signilicant
effect,. .
One source yesterdsy said,
in retrospeet, that these covert

operations were in fact “yery |

nodest-——and highly unsuccess-
ful.” Bul they cama lo have
profound siznificance in the

Tonkin Gulf incident. Me
Namava, even in 1960 testi
mony reexamining the 1564
onlkin  affair, professed o

knovr Jitile about the plan 34-
A operations. Fe told Scnate
Foraigzin Relations Coramittea
Chaivman J, W. Tmdbrizghit (O-
Ark) that they were carsied
out by South Vielnamese

K
against the Novth, “utilizing to
some degrec ULE, equipment.”

“T can't deseribe the exact

Y3 Q0RgTRY

o QULRDP

happy to try to obls

0
3Q

i1 the in-

formation for you.”

ireported

Jt was charged by {hoen Bon.
Wayne Morse (D-Cra) thot the
Soullr Vielnmmneze aits
Nerth Vieinoracse forces in
the Gulf of wWonkin cauged the
Norih Vietnaimese to fire apon
0.8, destroyers Maddox and C.
erner Joy, MceNamara, ia
3668, told the Senale comimit-

s

STAT

{ee, however, ihat it was
“monstreus” to insinuate that
the TUnited Siates “induced
the ineident” an “excuse™!
to take retaliatory setion, Whe
retalistory ection was  the
apening vounds, of U0, bomb-
ing atlacks upon North Viet
na. o

Aceording to the information
disclosed by the Times, the
Pien 34-A operations agninsl
the North during 1054 vanged
from U-2 spy plane fights to
parachiting sabotage and psy-
chiciogical werfars {oams iato

o
&5

the Novth Viefaemgse citizeis,)
sealavnched cormmando rai 5
on rail and highway bridges)
pombardment of coastel]
snstallations by P boats. 1
rtpese  atlacks  were G
goriped ne being under the

. 1 . 1 sinizon control of Gon Taul h.
i ' Bt other "“'3'0;1" Fiarking, then chief of the Ub.
(angusge in part dravn in ments also show that 18 8477 wnilitory
] a memorandum {o!
. ; e ar . 0 srvry

ran Dong thal n”.)le‘-ICl‘.\dln?l}a on Jan. 22 fromi qont
gihe chajrman
'Chiefs of Staff, Gen, Maxwe!l

asgictance command,

lwith  joint planning by 1ihe

South Vietnamese who cay il
oul the operations themselves
or with “Lired porsounel” !
- Even before {hese covert op-!
epations began, however, tie!
(U8, Joint Chiefs of Staff weve’
reeommending i
in-

ercasingly bolder aclions”

cluding  “aerial Lombing of
key North Vicipamese {ar-
gels” and use of “United

Siates forens as necessary jn:
divect eoctions against North
Vietnam.”

After the August, 1864, Guli
of Tonkin breekthrough to
morve open U.L. jnvolvemant
in the fighting, the published
documéntation shows recom-

mendations for considerably
expanded covert operaticns

' aosninst the Novil

A memoranduin prepared
for Assistant Secvetary of
State Willizm 2. Buody shows
that part of the claudestine
operations against the North
were suspended jmmediately
wafter the first Tonkin Gulf in-
cident” on Aug. 2, 1064, but
{hat “successiul maritime and
airborne operations” were cai-
ried out in October. )

'he documents discuss clan-
destine operacons carried out
not only from South Viataam
but {from Laos, agninst North
vietnam and arainst cueroy-

06%'1 6665-01[ Luos. Oue docu-

Cortinnsg

o
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Memorandum, *“vie fﬁam Situatio n,
MceNamara to Presi
In accord\,u with your request this
mmn..w, t. is is a summary of my con-
clusions after ny visit to Vietnam on
Pecember 19-20.

l. s vu:h-‘“_,.

& ud molc

to a8 Comi u:?.—con:rc!!:'1 state,
2. The new governiuent i the graatest

“souree of conczmy, It is in

to 1.euwal' -mon at he

Although Miul
C‘,z'nm'* e

duitting, .
;atnel th“.l i}

s
this x'-s actu Jx v 0. Il any cvent, nelt
he acr the Commitica nre expariznced
in pol-‘ﬁcal adminisiration and g0 far
they show little h,mt for it. There is no
'Clu'li‘ CO"‘C\,L)L on how to ib-bh"’l\e or
t the strategic hanmilet program;

the I’I'O"Ilu o C}‘l"fo racst ol whem are
new and h-'i'«'p\:nmccd are. receiving
little or no direction hzcause the gens
erals ere so precogupled with essent ,mlly
political affqu':;. A gpacific example of
tho present sitwation Is that General
[nama iliegible] 13 nending little or no
tiree coinmandiing 11 I CCM‘.\, which is m
the vital zone around Saxonn and nead

full-tirae Qirection. I made these po'nb
as strongly as possible to Minh, Don,
I-:.xm,-and Tho. L
: Tha Comitrg Toem i3 the second
!‘ﬂ'l_]Gx w V*"nﬂ-*s. it lacks lmdexship hub
“been poorly fuformad, and is not worke

- Ing th & common plin, A recent example

.of confusicn has been conflicting USCid
ivan'c! wilitary recommendaiions bc-.n {o
Goverament  of ‘nw._um and {o
\Va:,nm"u 0 on the size of the military
budget, Above all, Lodge has victually
-no s:iiicisl noutact with Harkius. Lodge
<cn ds in repeits with mejor militaty
implications, without show ithem to
l"mcms, aad docs not show Harkius
Jlm,oxt"r\.l, Incoraing tvaffic, My fmpres-
‘sion is that Lo«** siim uly c‘cg not know,
how 1o conduct # eoardizated adminis-

o]

¢

tration. ‘ihis qcs of co"I"\Applmmed(Fd
1Y "AL

u) him L:z'

by D‘ an r\n

i3
Approved For Release 2005/11/ 28

ant Lyndeon B, Johnson, Dac., 21, 1983,

.constitute what

Jevel of the Az

-ously in our respu

has in cht b:f:u cdet

HEH ,YGP.K

JUN 157

TIHES

XTS F

=y EN
{Aﬁﬁfd m!>',§'

_ ﬂ’olwwm g are the ie
the Pom(b on 8 si'-zzw;- o

9.’07 ,uin {

from Smretuj of Defen

(and also hy Joh Mel
tiink he is consciou
advice; ha has just operated a
all his life and camo r ad
novs,

adge’s  nowiy-designated (uspuiy,
David Mes, wzs with us and ses ns a
hizhly competent team p‘ayeu. I wnye-
stated tho situation frankly to him “ud
he has said he would do all he could to
would in effect be an
exccutive commitice cporat ing b:low the

Ambassador,

y iejLCLl"” our
as a loner
ly change

As to the grave re
both Defense and J’\ rovse take m:njor
steps fo imnrove Jomx IucConc and
I have discussed

jorid (=

\c ':1 1e1cs.
4. Viet Cong pregiess has been @ Mt
during the Lnrjud since the coup, wna
my Lcm. guess being that the situation
etiorating in the
countnsifk since July to a far greater

‘extent than we realized because of oud
undue depe

ndence, on distorted Viet
namese en omu s the Viet Cong now
control very hi *’1 proportions of the
people In certzin key previnces, par-
tIcuLuIy thoze dunmly south and wost
of Szigen. The Strategic Hamlot Frogram
was ssriously over c::ten\_cd in those
pxovmcco, zmd the Viet Cong hag bzen
able to desiroy many hat nlu.s, while
othevs have Lean abandoncd or in somz
cases betmyed or pillaged by the govern-
ment’s own Self Defense Corps. In these
frey };I’O'/]H"‘Ca, the Viet Cou'7 have de-,
stroyed aliost all major roads, and are,
tollscting taxes at will, :

As remedial measures, we sk g3t
tha government to re- -allocats its mnu.uy
forces so that ils cffoctive strengtl
these provinees is essentially doub! Ld
Wa also nead to have major i
'n both militzty and UEC
225 thdt v'xll give us ai

T‘n)“‘ H

l

‘!‘ 17'.\“'

4

‘;'*y 'q '?fﬂ'ﬁt

L} _

porting weaknes _\/"excepaon to the tead o

- *md Cai
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Sttuatio
aresg is

not “C’:l
1Ay in reces

P A IS P a TR RS AR A £
at months, General Barle
Ins °H‘! uQ;n 5 these arens may be tade
Tedsomisly pecure by tha latter haif of
th YEar,
In tha "'.V:rﬂ.’
-1
cess nay be provided
adherence to the government
‘Cao Dai and IHoa H sac»::,
-total threz million paople a
+ke y arcas 2lopg the Cambodisn ke ‘dcr.
" The Hea Hao have al Laly warde some
sort of a.g;:ecn ent, and the Cac Dai ara
expected to o o at the cnd of this

monih., However, it is not claar that
their influenca will be mora than neu-

tralizad by these agia ements, or that
they will in fact really pitch in.cn the
goverminent’s side.

5. Infiffeation of men and Squipraent
from Morth Vzrtnam ccmtmzc“s using
('1)‘\'“?1\1 corriders. thraugh lacs and
Cambodia; (b) the luu.uC'.]"’. Rivu
ways uom Carabo
eniry from the :u ..;.d the- tlk) of ihoe
Delta, The best guass fs ¢hat 1000-1500
Vict Cong cadres cjucr\.d South Viet-
nam fromt Laos in the fnst uing mom
i 1963, '”ho Mckong route (s
thc possile sea exuly) is apuy: umﬂy
~used for heavier weanons and ammu-
nitien and raw moiorials which have
bean turning up in {ancersing
in the south and of which v'= ‘nve
captured a fess shipmants, :

To counter this 1..uit.zu'cn, we re-
viewed in S'di"o wavious plans. pro
viding for cross-border oporations mto
Jaos. On the sea ala prososed, I am
quite clear thai those would net be
{016%11/@6 Qb Qﬁ‘""xfn Hiarily

A Ly o
3 e 0

mediate lJ nm‘l,wﬂ cc 1‘1n

ia; (¢) some possi

on a0 ‘l.n"-n:\t hn

watdr- .
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‘!HI‘?N" VYRS THIEDavid, Mamie and Julie Eiseinhower rlmf with John McCongz, former CIA R
chief, at qola proview gpf‘;:.ng of the John F. Kennedy Center for Performing Arts in v\crmw'ton Lamtimied
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Karlier in the evening,
approximately 100 dinners
were hald all over the cily
including one hosted hy
George Stevens, president
of the Amevican Kilm Iu-
slitute in Beverly Hills,
and Mrs, Stevens in the

home they alse own in
Georgetown, and John Me-
Cone, former head of the

Cenfral Intelligence Agen-
ey, and Mre MceCone,
Southern California chair-
-man for the party in the
City Tavern in George-
town, )

Special guesls at the

AMceCone dinper  included -
Mamie Kizsenhower, David |

and Julie lizenhower,

Mavtha AMitchell and Moo -
and Mrs. Rebort Fineh oo

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000600110002-1
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Here are some highlights:

Mr. and Mrs. William Me-
Cormick Blair Jr. co-hosted
g parly with New York phi-
lanthropist Mary Lasker in
the Blairs’ white-and-pale-
green-Billy-Baldwin - decorat-
ed Foxhall Road home.

Waiters were passing hors
P’oeuvres that matched the
decor: asparagus rolled sand-
wiches; off-avhite mushrooms
witlt eream cheese and green
parsley.

As haule couture fashion
desugnm‘ Pauline Trigere en-
tered the Blairs’ sunken liv-
ing room, she {ripped on
ithe steps and fell oa a wait-
er who fell on the [loor,
crushing the
g1 eenandwhite asparagus
sandwiches into the avhite
cut-out rug.

“Oh my God,” screamed
the New York designer as
she went down.

“Oh my God,” said the
waiter as he scraped the as-
paragus with his flll”el nails
from the rug.

“All Pve got to say,” said
Bill Blair, ecver optimistiic,
“j¢ that the Farmer's Alma-
nac is wrong. It was sup-
posed to rain tonight and it
didn’t.”

Guest of honor at the
Blair party was Hose Ken-
nedy.

Some other guests were
Mrs. Adlai Stevenson ITI,
wile of the 1llinois Democrat,
jet sotters Mr. and' Mrs.
Pierece Schlumberger, Duchess

P

Approved For Release 2005/11/28 :

Peggy _D'Uzes, , ]
Carter, editor of the Ladieg’:
Home Journal, cosmetics ty-

ClA

maiching-

were

Y f e ,
é ,J 7 :}3 ," ;@ o - ﬂf};
BN e - { l‘ ' & U” b:y V,\o‘!/

3 oﬁxi Mackj

coon Istee lauder, fashion
publicist -Elcanor

C. \.’estmoyeland '111(1 Mis
Wostmoreland .

Tepublican
gala .

£a

‘The two top
women al last night’s

kept embracing and emhlaL-_ i
ing snd embracing at a din--

ner parly given by former
director John McCone
Mrs. MeCone and for-
Jrish Ambassador and
Mrs., George Garrelt at the
City Tavern in Georgelown,

Martha Milchell, wife of
ihe Attorney General, who
has never hidden from pho-
togriphers, kept -grabbing

and-
mer

Maniie Lxsenho\vm fm 1hur ;

benelit.

Mrs. Eisenhowcr, ln a
whit~ crepe dress and white
mink  stole, ~ then  com-
mented: B

“When you've been in

service for as long as I have

been, you don’t get too ¢mo- -

tionzl about anything” said
Mrs. Eisenhower about.the
opering of (he Kennedy
Center. “I don’t mean to
sound blase, but that's-the
way it is.”

The David Xisenhowers
among guests at
Mamie Eisenhower’s table
at the gala.

Both of the younger Eig-

-enhowers

CJulie’s

Lambevt,
cand chairman of the Joint
Chie’s of Staff, Gen. William . )
. lab for $20,000, but instead

f-riticized, y
what you do.”

and: guests were
talking aboul the flap over
new teaching assign-
~ment. “I'm “annoyed,” said
“Julie, I could have traded
on my name and.taken a

ook one for about $6,000

-] think that's about what

'l mmmtlnt I was quah-

fied: for. :

Y Ic‘el sorry for Julie”

'said David, ¢But you get
! regardiess  of

’ The - 80" members of ‘the

iions Committee and a

.
/3 N
Z{ (J?l ;/{L;“D([/JDS

Nixon after she is married -

to Kdward Finch Cos.

[R— b

Meanwhile, al a
given by Smithsonian Secre-

dinner”

tary and Mrs, S. Dillon Rip<

ley,
Ohio) was doing his share
of complaining.

“I don’t like to talk tuo
much about the
Center
it,”* -said Rep.
ber of the ouse Ap spropria-

{lime Smithsonian lrustee,

By Tum Allen-—-The Washington Post

Secretary of Housing and Lrl)(m Development

George Romney and his wife,

Lenore, at the

party at the home of Roger Stevens.

Ixezmedy Center's Specm]
Advisory Committee on ! e
Arts celebrated the fact
they've raised_ meore than $1
million since last December,
at the dinner party at the
Georgelown home of Mr.
-and Mrs., Roger L. Stevens,
co-hosted by Mr. and Mrs.
_J Willard Marriott.

Stevens is Kennedy. Cen-
ter hoard chiivman and Mar-
riolt heads the Advisory
Committlee. :

The Presidentiall Box in
the  Eisenhower T heater,
they said, will lake $350,000
of that million ahd another
$30,000 is earmarked for a
box to be named for Tricia

“It made me mad bccause
they originally said if we
would just give themn the®

Rep, Frank 1. Bow (Il

Kennedy .
because I opposad:
Bow, a mem-’f

]un,,/_.

land that they wouldn't ask‘

for any Federal money, T

feel that they didn’t level

with us. I also opposed its

location. Kvery time 1 drive
overhang it

under that

makes me mad.
‘T think

on to the

after the dinner.”

Ken-

by staff writers Judith AMar-
tin, Saralh Booth

Margaret  Crimmins, Sally

instead ‘o[ doinhr"r
gala I'll. go home‘
A

This coverage of the Gala,
'preuiew of the John I\,
nedy Center was provided

-Conroy,.

Quinn and Dorothy McCardle..

CIA-RDP91-00901R000600110002-1
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i THE TROUBLE with the
{intelligence service of the
sUnited States is that it has
'no commander. This is the
.point perceived by Presi-

“Frank Mankwwlc.e and Tomn Bradern

: WASHINGTON POST
Approved For Relea252NAY/ 11973 : CIA-RDP91-00901R000600110002-1
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‘dent Nixon during a recent

{secret White House briefing

Fat which the President liter-
ally threw up his handsina

jyast, expensive and compli-
tcated . bureaucracy
had been deéscribed..

The President had asked
for the briefing because of

intelligence failures.
The first was at Sontay, in

s Army mounted a dangerous
i operation to recover prison-
bers who weren't there, |

i Second was the failure to
‘learn that the North Viet-

of Sihanoukville in Cam-

display of impattence at the’

~

which

three recent and irritating :

f North Vietnam, where the

works——and why it some-
times doesn’t work. What he

received was an accurate ac-

count of confusion.
. The first point Mr. Nixon

learned s that the $2 bil-

lion-a-year intelligence ef-

Intelhgeme BO s Is Need - d

money  for
comes through the Depart-
fment of Defense, there is a

natural inclination to tell
the coordinator how the
money should be spent. .

PRESIDENT NIXON

fort is. not commanded but \/ would like to bring Helms

coordinated. Richard Helms,
a careful objective analyst,
commands CIA but not the
Defense Department’s intel--
‘ligence arm, which i
headed by Lt. Gen. Donald
V. Bennett. General Ben-

nett, in turn, doesn't really
command his own forces be-
cause he is often dealing
with intelligence requests

... from officers who outrank

gbodia as a vast supply cen--
iter—a fact discovered only -

safter we barged into Cam- -

:bodia thinking the supply
‘center was somewhere else,
Third was the failure of

namese were using the Port'
« quently substitutes for deei- .

- ston in determining Defense

“him and whose wishes must

be regarded as orders.

Thus compromise {fre-

Department intelligence
priorities. Bennett must try i

to satisfy an admiral who in- i

sists that developments in

" submarine detection must

jthe U.S. command_in South

tVietnam to forecast the

:gpeed with which the North -

Vietnamese could send rein-
forcements into Laos, and
the Army's failure to esti-

mate how many South Viet- °

namese ground troops and

!American airmen would be .

ineeded to do the job.

" "ALL .THESE
‘caused the President to ask
for .a clear explanation of-

ow,: our temgg'_n‘cg‘ ‘%&mm

" come first, a general who is.}
- more interested in the thick-

ness of Soviet armor, and an
Air Force man who insists.
on priority for new develop-,
‘ments in the Soviet SAMi
Helms must balance all this;
with the importance of fmd-i
ing out what the Russiansj
are putting in their ICBM§

/bases and why.
failures. .-

. Nobody 1is boss, Noml-'
-nally, Helms is ‘“coordina
tor” of the intelligence ef-;

2: but slnce mcst of the

into the White House. That-

-is usually the first thought of
the boss who wants a clear :

. picture of what he may have

to deal with, and one man to
,whom he can turn to get it
But if Helms makes this -

A move, he will have to give,-
. up running the Central ‘In-

“telligence Agency, where he
first made his mark as a
master of spy networks and
into which he has brought
. both order-‘,and a healthy

. sense of restraint, (It was
: not Helm$’: wish to involve

- the CIA in Laos.) .
’ With Helms.in the Whlte

"House, " the lntemgence ef-.
domi. ",

a,:_or‘g..‘ quldi, scon’ be

intelligence _'

nated by the Defense De-
partment. On the basis of
‘recent performance, this
would be a disaster. Former
CIA Director John McCone,
“who was also asked to move.
‘to the White House, argued;
that he would become.
merely a go-between _whlle:.'
the agency he cor_nmandedl;
withered into an anachro-!
nism, much as the State De~
partment has withered with’
the advent of resident for.
gn affairs aides.

. One compromise open to -
i« the President is to give Lt."
Gen. Bennett another star,

. thus putting him on an
equal footing with those
- who are asking him to make
their priorities his own. But
it this President—or any
” other—really ‘wants a better
" intelligence- system, he will
‘eventually have to put some',

body in charge. . LA
O 1%711; Los Angeles Tlmear o a

P
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Nizon Reported VWeighing Hevampiig o Inteliigenic:

(]

them. Some!r.me' t
sstirate! ATIY.

. . laa o rilp]
By DENJAMIN WELLES jgence prov ided a
- to March 25.

‘ o P
Spectal ta The New Yok Times White House officials

A R |
: INGTON, May 10 —itnat at Jeast $500-million could
_ WASHINGTOR, i 2 cut from the 35-billion spcntl

president Nizon i3 said to beibe 1 _spen
considering a major rC()rganl-,dnnUﬂlly on mt_elu-sfou
i £t ~tion’s forzion gence i r
ation of thz nation’s foreignia®ire. o L ‘
izntell?acnce activities  to im-|  Mr. Nixon and Mr. }\xssmgcriw,oco
g )
prove outpul ead cut coats.
Those familiar with the plant
say that tie ophions }r:.mw
from creating a nsw Cabinzts ! d
level den:_'._ri:,jment of intelli-{02 Sovist and Chingss Commu-
J gence. to merely strengtiening:

national 1 th

: divisions agaiast
in ARVIY,” sald
e:<trc~me.1\'§rih-Vicinam of troops,

ally intelligonce  of

nist missile development ob-jmoies I
the now-imprecise autiority of‘itained from spy satc}lites —-| The most drastic option
Rishatd 1fzims, Director of Cen-has beea produced, the serv-to on

tral Intellizcnce, over the g{o-}zcc has frequently foiled tojailon of a new
bal ‘intelligence operations of
the Pentazon and other fed-
eral agencics 0 0T g
The reorganization plan has
presented  to

ments as the riots that forced officizl of - Cobinct ran
a political reshufile in Poland
last Decembet. - .

Mr. Nixon is particularly dis-

tellisence

cauidan” ]
gwf;(‘)‘ei:"pcwritter}t p'fg.;srbagg Ll‘.e'cost' and size of the Gov-itiggﬂ Security Agency’ with
was  prepered  primaxily by ernn}entsgiooalmtelhgech qpl-'lbu.OOQ unifoir nadt personneai
Slyames R. Schlesinaer, assistant crations whan comp:}:ed withiand  tis ] sxgns?‘ Igtcll:gpnce
director of thz Oirice of Man- their results. In addition 1o the! Aczncy with 3,600. _ﬁ};;‘: gl.:{..f,.
acemont and Budget, and K Central Inizliigence Ageney,fspends about $300-miilion
V) : Fort five federal agencies are in-yesrly; the Natlonal Sgourily

Vayne Swith, a former Pen- 3
tagon systcihis analyst now ol

At least 200,000 pcople ars in-ifense Intellizence Agency

“Tuniz ¥stimates Were Better’
“tlanoi threw 33,000 men or

have said that while occusion-‘qu:‘-.lil':d soucee, “They str

usefulness —- such as the in-lblins that  the United Siztes
crediply  detailed information!vouldn’t favade the North —
and they were rigit. Thelr estl-
were Lotter than ours.”

to »r. Nixon would be tha cre-
spartment of
forceast such sudden develop- inte!lizonce to b2 headed by en
would combine the Central Imy
Agcncy with 15,000
civilian. employes; the. Delense
satisfied, his associates say, byiDeparimant’s code-cracking

volved in intelligence overseas.tAgency S1-bitlion and th

.the Scuth Vietaewmese!
a

incursicn into Laos Teo.

tha
onz
inped
LA
by

open

L It

a Na-

z Da-

$300-

ST

the National Security Council

Nixon gave hig staff last au-

a

Complaints Veiced
Both the President and Hen-lion yearly, Oac was foulty in-
A. Kissinger, his assistantjtcliizence prior to the cboriive from
for natioucl security affairs,|prison-camp raid
have frequantly expressed
tisfaction over the erratic|The other was failure to fore-
quality of tie forsign intelli-[cast North Vietnamesc r¢§jst-
inlormants report, Mr. Nixon:
jcould merely issue an  ex-)
ecutive order defining —- thus,|
strengthening — the authority
of Mr. Helms over the intiills
gence operations of such power

ful federal agencies as the
Pentagon, the State Depart-
meat, the Atomic Energy Com-;
mission and the Federal Bureau,

of Investigation, ‘

: o Officers bicet Weekly
“ Their principal intellizence
officers meat wealkly as ment
ars of the United States In-
tellizence Board. Mr, Helmns, as
the President’s chief intelli-
gence adviser and head of the
C.1.4., presides, but his aunthor-
ity is uaclear. It derives from a
J lettcr written by President Ken-
pedy in 1983 to John A. Me-
Corne, cne of M. Helms,s predes
cessors, and has mnever been

updated.
. While Mr.
control over
Pentagon's worldwide

‘Ni}:on is unlikely to adopt it.

Helms -has fuﬁ
the ClLA., the
intelli-

staff. o T volved, 150,000 of tnese m]i-.mimon. . ) o

“Ihe informants say the plan formed personnel in the De- The merit, some experis say,

grevs from _instructions Mr.fense Depariment. . would bz to concentrate In one
Tha President was scriously|depariment the collection of

iritated, aides say, by two re-iforeian intellizence now pel-

b

“At the other cad of the scale,

tumn, to draft various reor- s s
ga{ﬁz’aﬁcn;l and  cost-cutting|€enE failures of the Pcntagon'slzom'.ed not only by the C.LA.
studies. D UeiDefense  Intellizence Agency,ibut - also by .the Army, Navy

> which  numbers 3,000 endland  Air ~ Force  separatelyjinio

spends au estimated SSDO-*niI-‘mound the wotld, Howevey, op-':Council staff,

position would be forthcoming !
vested intarests in the
at Sontay, inarmed services and in Congress.
dis-{North Vietnam, last November.i’rhey say, thapefore, that Mr.

Jday-to-day

sistzat ' Secretory of Detense
a3 extimated cosi3s 42.9-Lillion
1 . ‘

,
q7nen you have the author-
do’t control the re-

v
iy rle
D,,p;u. )

RN a [

rene official ol
‘terud to walk very soltly) .
ko President i said to re-
gard Ir. Helms 23 the nation’s
most competent protcssxonal in-
teliizence officer. Last mg_nth,
inforrants discloss, Mr. Mixon
wrote Mr, Helms congratulot-

Jing thz CLA. on its recent an-.

Lnual estimatz of Soviet defense
caprbilitigs. . .
i To provids control over the
huga intellizence system and,
male it responsive to his needs,
Mr. Nixon is -likely, his stalf
associates say, to chooss ond—-
or a combination of -— the
middie options bofore him tha
di: not require Cengressivnai
approval, )
K Cleser Ties DPossible

Tt is likely, oficials say, that
Ar, Mixon will eventualiy being
M, Holms and a top-level staff
jof evalvators from C.LA. hias
rquarters in Langley, Va, clozer
to thie Vohite House, possibly
National i

the
Officials concdda that under
{a g—‘ox‘gqn:zatlon »r. Hebns
might relinquish to his deputy,

of the Marine Corps, some of
his responsibility for the CLAs
collection opera-
ticus and concentrate, instead,

fon intelligence evaluation for

the President. One possibility
envisaged under the reorgan-
ization would bz the creation
by dMr. Helms of an evaluation
staff in the White House drawn
from the C.I.A.’s Office of Cur-
rent Intelligence and its Oifice
of National Estimates. The
latter prepares long - range
studies in depth of potential
trouble spots.

_ Another would be the crea-:
tion by Mr. Nixon of a White’
House intellizence evaluations
stafi made up of Mr. Helms,
Ganoral Cushman, Licut, Gen.
Donald V. Bannett, director of
ths Defense Intelligence Agen-
¢y, and Ray S. Cline, director
of - the State Deapartment’s
Bureau of Intelligence and Re-

search. = | TR
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Special To The Star

Yleven years ago this week,
the credibility gap was born.

Today it is a fact of life ~-
no thinking person can still bo-
lieve the United States Gove
- ernment doosn't Jie.

This furaing point in the eth-

i on May 2, 1860, when the infor-
. madion office at Ineirlik AFD,
i Adang, Workey, issued a hriel
[release: A weather  recon
! plane
i ished the day before 0a A rou-

! tine flight over the Lake Van
i area of Turkey.

The velease added that a
i gearch had been launched,
and the radio contact with the
pilot - jdentificd only as a ci-
vilian cmmployee of Lockheed
Ajreraft - indicated he was
" having pr oblers with his oxy-
gen equip: nn.nt.

As a ncwsman working di
Gormany &zt the
¢ yespondent gave the release
only cursedy” attention, lHaving
visited the 2ir base al Adana
several times, 1 wus aware,
that U-2 ‘““weather planes”
were stationed there, so there
wasg ho reason for guestioning
the story. . l

No doubt the release was
read with considerably more
" interest by the editors of
“Pravada all(l Jzyestia,

was 1(\01\1110 fmwzml 10 ﬂxc,
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renes ho-s

May 15 summit cond

tween President Fisenhower.
Jiberate

anfl Khrusheliey in Paris. My

ignmcn-‘ was {o spend the

vedi in Moscow covering the:
reaction to the 1']]ub, snd my
visa was approved without hes-:

{tation.

Then came the  bomb:

' [ . &peaking fo the Supreme So-
" 3es of American history begen |

of the U-2 type had van-~

tune, this cor-

A duy or so later, the An,

i Torce issued a soeond  Te-

lease:; Because of the

viet in Moscow on NMay 8§,
Xhrushehev snddenly (ledl"l(,d

" ed from his reutine report and

- thandered

. stances surreunding the dis-.

appeavance of {he plane,
“NASA was geounding all U-2

aircraft to UGC)\_ the oxygen  ment 1‘epm‘t:éo., S marmed
Cflt’ll‘)’ﬂl‘«"”t- fU-2 weather reconnaissance Howe
' craft of the Natienal Aeronaus “ON°
Supmit In Paric tics and S‘.p'x('o Administration

. But there was no c]oud o ';u,.% 'a ch ﬂn?‘glé z(ddélf:lg?

" the political horizon. Everyone

“Comrade  Depu-
{ies! Upon the instructions of
e Soviet government, I st
report 1o you on 'wcncww
aclions against the Soviet

" Union o the past few weeks

‘men ca tha" 4

100901R000600110002-1

STAT

e,
o

S
4
Lincoln \‘ }ulc, the' Lalo T)c-
cpartment spokasmen, stated,
“Thore was ahsolulely no de-
attewnpt  to violafe
Soviey air space, and there
never has been.”

The was  duly

statement

.pubhmod in the Awmcrican
'pwsq along with irafe stale-

‘menis I om cortain congress-
ihe SO\wiS
for shooiing down an unarmed
‘Pplane.

One British journalist called
a top Staie Depariraent offi-
cial for an off-the-record state-
menl and was {old “Utlerly
{antastic! Take one fechnical
point alene: the single-engine
U-2 has a range of (m]v 2 500

on the pert of the United niles -~ not 4,000 as Khrosh-

States of Amcerica.

“What \’.'C)‘O these aggres- .

sive aclions? The Umtcn
States of 1\11 :yica has been
sending  alveraft that have g

heen erossing our slate froi-
tiers and iptruding into the
airspace of the Soviet Union
. .. Therefore we must act -~
ghoot down the plancs! This
assignment voas fulfilled —the
plane was shot down!”

(‘SLOImy profonged  ap-
plalse. Shouts “Correct!” and
““Shame to the Aggressir P

As the shock wave ripped
scross 1he news wires of ihe
world, in Washington a NASA

ponesnmn concedad that the
missing U2  might have
strayed across the Soviel- bor-

dor while the pilot - listed aﬂf-

Y¥rancis Gary Powers -~ was
UNeONSCious. '

An Accident

e Slate Depart-

cireuim- -

On May §, U

‘chev’s fantastic m]r-lmphco "

£nd the State Department,
oven went so far as to send
the Russizns a formal note of
protest and fnquiry vegarding
the fate of the pilot - the pﬂo
presurned dead.

Then on May 7, Khrushehov
dropped the other shoe.

Addressing the Supreme So-
viel again, Khrushchev ex-
plained, “I did not say the pi-
Jot was alive ‘and in geod

~ health, and thal we have pavls

“of the plane. We did so delib-
crately, because had we told
everything at once, the Ameri-'
caus would havo invented an-
olher version.”

f'b

haris ')gln!!h_

It was only then, the new s
men discovered, fo their hor-

svor and indignation, that they
"had been participating in a lie,

They had believed whal they
had heen told, and so, presum-
bl},, had I’mmdem Hisen-

Se&duly of State Clmotmn

icRipI 01
alnt Ob.; Vas adnil

ted the U-2 had probably

U
2 et e dl

|
|

nade an “lﬂfd]}lldth'l

ather
ing” {light over Russia, but

““there - was no aulliorization
for any such fight.”

Again the press eaccopted

-the word of the government,

although it was now obvious
{hat soneone had sent Powers
aloft, guite Wwilling if he were
downed (ufier he had demo-
lished the plane and killed
bimself  wilh “his  poison
needle) to lel America believe
that Moscow was the real ag-
€ressor.

“James Reston of the New
York Times noted, “As to who
might bave autherized the
flight, officials refuscd to com-
ment. J1 this particular flight
of the U-Z was nol autnm/f‘d‘
there, it could only be assuined
that somcone in the chain of
coramand in the Middle Xast
or Xurope had given ihe or-
(](‘I‘ ” :

Behind the scenes, C]A (1«1@”/

Allen Dulles mel \iin " Presis

dent Eisenhower and o.rcted
o resign on May 9 to save the,
government  further embars
rassment. _ s

Khrushehey had lOu Prosi-
deni Jiiscohower an opening

by indicaling the deed ma).

have been done without the
President’s  knowledge, and
,Press Secretary James lag-
gorly was quofed ws saying
“in his oponion” he dicn't
{hink Progident Tisorhower
had been aware of the mis-
_sion.

Hop eless Situation

But the situation was, hope.
less. On May 11 President Wis-
cnhower admilied that he bad
persenally  approve the-
flights because espionage was

“a distasteful but ntal neces-
sity.” ;

6*00’1" dk?q)\ s‘ dl‘ﬂﬂ(}‘v,

bo( ferter ice T’resi-
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fris ol S AT It was a special {r
7 Helras, I had known mo
ClA—Gen., Hoxt Vande
John JeCaorne. But T had
i')l.\ vith llelms, [fe is
wiho cireulaies on the ba

public eve,

Helms advance
and his agency :
deal in highly
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and bae than - Z“-M FBI, o Helus
W "~hl’l“' been w }*:‘1 20 ve

Sincs 1 Amer? : ba prowd.

i 1 - iy . o= .
and through, he 3 3 3t, 1“0\&‘ muuen‘ml and most benev-
put tow“‘mr 1o enliz! “ze world, we cannot atiord to let

and their wives. down, We need ever ¢ of evidence
the tr‘)ruuo.w‘: 1nds on aboutl in developmenis
State or Secreiary n fes——both Triends fecz—uaround
he pullad a real couy zot 38 b .
Helmas to deliver his first public speech, . In a sense, the CIA

The next day hie produced Sen. Henry (:coo*)) ment what ne{;spa:}cg's

Jaclkson of WWashinzton, -:ho, in my ook, is one of  weneral public: Guther
£ 3 . ; s la 13 T T . .

the most 1‘c-.~:ponsu‘h. ?.i‘.ﬂ (aec’;; ated public servamis  Jioncaily and objestively

we have in gover ay. N The ASNE had ¢

In fact, I l‘C“uL N03e wiather vepay

1 v N
quaiified of "11 th Q213 In other word
Tor ne \L \'eal 's pu 4 arm the izsue o
human b e columms wi.
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01 Iy and faiy
ad To ma
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s el COH' in tho ne
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27 ’ A Mr. Helms said Z2 United
..JJ»J‘Z‘S ;fl» ( ar‘x, " States could u w2 an

B i i i ki

Richard el

ssaclated Pres

Appr‘ov_eﬁ‘,Ep;0

Rare Speach

Ims addresses

.. editors in Washirgton.  courageous Russians.”

formation on Soviet missile sys-
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Some Rassians Aidzd’

U.S. in Crban Crisis

Excerpts from Felms address
will be found on Page 30.

By RICHARD HALLORAN
Spectal to Tha Naw otk Timos ’

WASHINGTON, April 14—
The Director of Central Intelli-
gence, Richard Helms, vigorous-
ly defended his agency today
as necessary to the surviva al
of a democratic society and
asked the nation to “take it on’
faith that we too are honomol;

‘men devoted to her service.” ‘

Mr. Helms asserted, in his
first public address since be-
coming head of the Central In-
telligence Agency In 1966, that
“we propose to adapt int2lli-
gence work to American so-
ciety, not vice versa.”

He spoke with the specific
approval . of President Nixon
before a luncheon meeting of
the American Society of News-
paper Editors,

In a footnole to history, Mr.
Helms revealed that American
intelligence in the 1962 Cuban
missile crisis was aided by “a
number of well-placed and

"He told reportars later that
he was alluding not only to Col.
Qleg V. Penkovsky, who was
identified previously, but also
to -others who provided in-

tems. When asked for their
names, Mr. Helms laughed.

Colonel Penkovsky was a So-
viet intelligence officer secretly
working for the Americans in
1961 and 1962. He was detect-
ed in October, 1962, and ex-
ecuted in May, 1963. The pub-
Tication of his alleged memoirs
in the West in 1965 aroused.
considerable controversy over
-their authenticity.

“Mr. Helms asserted today!
that United Statss intelligance
would have “a major and vital

Discloses|

- would be unheard of u).

1R000600110002-1

STAT

agreement to limit such arms
“only if it has 2fmquate in-
telligence to assurz irsall that
the So\ieta are &z up to
their part.” |

China Held Polizz2 .s:atﬂ

At a time when e visit of
an American tabls nnis team,
to mainland Chinz =25 gener-
‘ated official hopes §
relations with Pz
Helms told his azT
“some of our mos
intelligence targets
tarian countries wSzrz
tion is impeded by
defenses of a policz s
example, Comimnunisz &

Mr. Helms's rar2 ¢ T3lic ap-
p\.aram:ﬂ today was
Newbold Noyves, e
Washington Star 2=

{

rzsident

of tha society of elizars. When
Mr. Helms said he cauid speak
only with the apps of the
White House, Mr. \ s wrote
to Herbert G. Kleim ihs Presi-

dent's dir
tions,

Mr. Klein said
Presir‘l:nt \uon h=:! ren

ector of comirunica-

e .‘..,,

Ahat

Ha saxd the .A.:L stration
thought it a good %2 for the
Anmerican public 1 Have Mr.
Helms expiain the ralz of the
C.LA,, since the 2
not undsr the kind ir2 that

had been directed fo=zrd it in
the past

Mr. Helms noted ix nis ad-
dress that in Britaiz and other
democrzcizs, “it
the

European

head of intelligencs
talk to a nonzo
group as I anta
today.”
Dulles Talks Rzzalled

A spokesman fer the CILA,,
in responsa to an i Y :axd
later that Allen Duf2s, the Di-
rector of Central L:ei:‘gence
from 1933 to 1851, spoke pub- |
licly about twice z v=ar. But
he could not recall 23 instance |

,in which Mr, Du¥ss’s succes-

sors, John A. McCoz2 and Adm.!
Witliam “'R. Rabom, daiivared
public addresses. Trus., Mr
Helms's speech was probably
the first from am intziligence|
director in 10 years. !
Mr. Helms, who has a rep-
utation as a skilisd zdminis-
trator, said, “Thesz iz & per-
sistent and growizg body of
criticism thch G
nced and the pr
democratic socia
Central Intelliz
“It is dnhcult 2
agree with this view.” he said,
“but I respact it I is quite
anotx er matter wiz me of

I'IC-" ASEL

No Domestic Functions

Mr. Helms emphasized that
the agency had no domestic se-y
curity furctiens and had never‘

sougne any.

“In short,” he said, “we do
Jnot target on American citi-
‘zens.’

The agency was dlscovered
in 1967 to have financed sev-
cral interndtional activities of)
the National Student Associa-!
tion and to have given subsid--
ies to unions, foundations and
publications. .

More recently, the agency
was implicated in the Govern-
ment’s surveillance of political
dissidents in the- United States
by the testimony of former mil- t
itary intelligence agents giv-
cn before a Tenate subcommit-
tee.

Mr. Helms asserted that tha
agency had no stake in policy
debates.

Dlust Not Take Sides’

“We can- not and must not
take sides,” he said. “When
there is debate over alternative
policy options in the National
Security Council. to which he|
is an adviser, “I do not andl
must not lmh up with ext‘mrl
side.”

If he r;commewded one solu-
tionto a probl’m those recom-
mending another would suspect
“that the intel! 1aence prescnta-
tion has been stacked to suo-;
port my position, and the credi-,
bilitv of C.LA. goss out the
window.” he said. |

Mr. Helms, after asking tnatl
the nation believe that the agen!
cv's onerations were compatlH
with democratic principles, saxd
“] can assure vou that what I{
have asked you to take on faith, i
the elected officials of the Un- |
ited States Government watch|
over extensively, intensively, |
and continuously.” ]

He said the National Security
Council, the President's Foreign

Intelligence Advisory Board, ‘the'.

Offlce of Management and Bud

g2t and four committees of ‘
Conarcss regularly reviewed the
agency’s operations, plans and
organization.

e oo o b

STAT

mterna 330557 ri
daen 20083528 M RBAAY Ad85TREH600110002-1
Noting that the Sonﬂt U'non en"a;:d in inteiigance, say;
things that are 28 wicious

. had re ected oropo;al for in-

or just piain silly.”
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Special to The New York Tumes

WASHINGTON, April 14—
In early 1969, Secratary of
Defense Melvin R, Laird told

- th¢ Senate Forcign Relations -

Commitiee the Soviet Union
was “going for a first-strike
capability”™ in building new
intercontinental missiles, At
about the same time, the
committee heard Richard Mc-
Garrah Helms, Di-

Man  rector of Central

. Intelligence, give
inthe  , professional es-
News timate that the
Soviet Union was
concentrating on defenzive’
missiles. Later, on June 23,
shortly before the Scnate he-
gan a debate on an anticallis-
“tic-maissile systam, both men
appeared at the same closad
session of the commitiee to
resolve the apparent differ-

_ ence.

-

According to reports from
some of thosz who aitended
the session, Mr, Laird reireat-
ed partly from his original
position, while Mr. Helms de-
ferred to the Administration's
view without changing his
earlier testimony. :

Respacted Figure
This ability to keep intact
his reputation as a speaker
of facts, while avoiding the
political fights that emerge
around them, makes the 58-

-year-old, tall and dark Mr.

Helms one of the most re-
“pected men in Washington.

“Helms is great with Con-
gress,” a Senate staff offi-
cial said recently. “He ad-
mits when he doesn’t know
something. He never lizs.”

- Prasident Nixon went out
of his way last May in a
television naws conference to
emphasize that ‘Director
Helms” played a key role in
the Administration as one of
his advisers.

And today, many members
‘of the American Societ of
Newspaper Editors appsared
ito consider it a greater coup
‘that Mr. Helms gave at their
.convention his first public
‘speech since becoming intel-
ligence director in 1966 than
that Mr. Nixon is scheduled

.to address the meeting later

this week. R
Reared in Jersey

« Mr. Helms was born March
.30, 1913, in St. David's, Pa.,
and reared in South Orange,
.N.J. He spent two high school
years in Switzerland and
Germany, learning ' French

He graduated from Williams
‘College in 1935 with an ocut-
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Kappa, class president. scRgol
newspaper editor sad year-
book editor. His classmates
voted him “most likely to
succesd,” “most respected,”
“the one who had done the
most for Williams” aad “class

- politician.”

He went to Europ2 as a

cub reporter with United

Press aad soon mads & name |

for himsalf by geiting an ex-
clusive interview with Hitler.
Financial and personal
problems cut short his carzer
as a foreign correspoadant,
however, and he returned to
the United States in 1837 as
national advertising manager
of The Indianapolis Timas.
Wear a Turning Point

World War IT was a turn- |

inz point for Mr. Helins. He
was assigned to the Oifice of
trategic Services bhecausa of
his lingzuistic and other tai-
ents and has done notihing
but intelligence work since.
After the war, h2 began to
move up the ranks of the
newly created Central Intel-
ligence Agency. Asscciates
say it was his capacity for

work, his patiance, his knowl- .

edge and undersianding of
government and his “prafes-
sionalism” — traits they say

they stifl admire in him-—that .

brougst him quiczly to a top
position in the ageacy ia the
early ninetean-fifties,

He stayed near tae top foc
nearly 13 years undar such
men as Allen Dulles, Richaird
M. Bissell, John A, McCone
and Vice Adm, William F.
Rabor,

Then, in 1956, Presidant
Johnson mnamed Rickard
Helms—ie prefers his middlz
name not be used—as Tirzc-
tor of Central Inieiligzace.
Besidzs the role of senier in-
telligence adviser to the Pras-
ident and Congress, thz job
entails béing chairman ¢f the
United States Inteflizence
Board and head of the CIA.

Mr. Helms was married
several years azo to Cynthia
McKelvie, 47. It is the second
marriage for both. Mr. Helms
has a son, Dennis, who is a
Washington lawyer, and Mrs.
Healms has four chiidren by
her previous marriage.

The Helnises are-frequent-
ly seen on the Washington
social scene, at small em-
bassy dinners and on the
tennis courts. .

Mrs. Helms once fold a re-
porter that she and her hus-
band liked to ralax by read-

@BQSRDPQ%O?S%RWOGOM 100021

for entertainment. .
“They often are a bit far

out, aren't they,” shes said
., 9 I L
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By Juck /‘h 'SO1

The plot {o }\xll Cubzn dic-
{ator Fidcl Castro, hidden for
10 years from the public, raises
some ugly quesuom that high
officials would rather keep
buried deep Iiside the Central
inte]ligenm uey.

1, Hbos the CIA tried to as-
sassinate eny ollier leaders?
John MeCone, who headed (he
CIA during the six attemupis
to kuock off Castro, denied)
emphatically that the CrA has;

aa,
.

Liet

A
11{1{.

tried to kil anyoue. But ex-
Sen. George Smathers, one of
John - ¥, Kenwedy's  closest

friends, told us the late Prosi-
dent suspecied that the CIA
had wrranged the shootings of
Jlhe Dominican’ Republic’s Ra-
'Fael Trijillo in 1961 and §
Vietnan's
1463.

T2, DIid President Xennedy
pmsonally sanction the plot
against Castro? The prepsvo-
rations; {o assassinate the Cu-
ban_ dictator began during the
last months of the Eizenhower
administration. as part of the
Bay of Pigs scheme, All six
attémplis, however, were made
during 1961-63 when dMe, Ken-
Inedy occupied the White
House, Smathers told us he
once spoke to the late Presi-
ident about assassinaling Cas-
tro. Mr, Kennedy merely
rolled back his eyes, recalled
: Smathcrs, as if to judicate the
rides too wild to discuss,
‘Suh:"‘mh wdly, DMr.
Jrold Smathers of his suspicion:
“that the CIA may have Leen

Ngo Dinh Diem in

out‘ni

]\ennf‘nv'

3p ey
;L }Lg.}.i-ur ot
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bebing the Trujillo and Diem
assassinations. ‘
3. Did the Jate Robert Ken-

nedy know about the assassina-
tion atterapts? Aftcr the Day
of Pigs fiagco, President Ken-
nedy swore to friends he
would like “lo splinter the CIA
in a thoucand picces and scat-
ter it to the winds.” He pul
his brother, Robert, in chargay
of the CIA wilh inslructicns
ito shake it up. The CTA made
five aitempts on Castro’s life
after the Bay of Pigs while

obert Kennedy was riding
‘herd on the agency.

4. Could the plot against
Caa(lo have backfired against

President Kennedy? The late

1ztion team was caught on a
favana  rooftop  with  high-
powered rilles. Presumably,
they were subjected to fiend-
ish tortuwres until they told all
they knew. None of the assas-
sination teams, however, had;
direct knowledge of the CIA
involvement. - The CIA insti-
gators had represented them-
selves as oilmen secking re-
venge against Castro for his;
seizure of oil holdings.

YLOT BACIIRE?
Former associates recall

that Robert Kennedy, deep-
ly despondent, went info semi-
seclusion after his brother's

BveEy »\-n

President was raurderced nine. President
months after the last assassi-!

assassination. Could he have;
ibeen tormented by more than
inatural grief? Ie certainly
}lcamed that the assassin, Leo

JHarvey Oswald, had been ac- ' Trujiio,

..nﬁ m tne pro-Castro rnove'

I.

1R000600110002-1
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ment and had {raveled to
Mexico to visit the Cuban
Tmbassy a few weeks before
the dreadful day in Dallas,
Could Bob Xennedy have
been plagued by the ferrible
thought that the CIA plot,
which he must 8t least have

conconed, put into motion
forces that may have brought
dhout his BLrother’s martyr
aom?

The last surviving bw(hcr,
Sen, Ted Xennedy (D-Aass),

jeotld give us no insight, His

brothers had never spoken fo
himy about any assassination
atternpls ageinst Castro, he
said, He was aware, he volun-
tecred, only that Scn. Smath-
ers had lalked to the late
alout climinating
Castro.

Smathoers told us thal Presi-|;

dent Kennedy seemed “horri-
fied™ at the idea of political
assassinations, “I remember
him saying,” recdlled Smath-
ors, “tn'—xt the CIA frequently
did things he didn’t know
about, and he'was unhappy
zhbout it. He complained that
the CIA.was almost autono-
mous.

“ITe {o1d nie he believed the
CIA had arranged to have

| Diem and Trujille bumped off.

He was pretty well shocked
aboul that. Fre thonght it was
a stupid thing to do, and he
wanled to g 'mhol of what
the CIA Wis doing)

LU' it
\1(:(,10
plot w
‘mento

,  disagreeing
:d us that “no
atiiorized or imple-
1o assassinale Castro,
Diem or anyone clse,
‘Dunlng those doys

of ten-l

P
&

there
trum of plans rang
one extreme fo

ision, wygs Ipoe-
from
e.nui})‘:x',”
McCone admitled. “Whenever
this subject (assassinating Cas-
t10) was brouzht up--and it
wag —- it was rejected frume.
diately on two groends, Fiist,
it would not be .condonnd by
anybody. Second, it wouldn'i
have achieved auy 'Lh-rw ”
There was 2130 talk §o B3
places, McCong acknowla )
of supporting a coup {o ovst
Dienm. The former CIA di-
reclor said he had avgued
against this al a secret session
with bath Kennedy brothiovs,
He had contendad that ihere
was no one strong enough {o
{fake Diem’s place and thst a
coup, therefore, would bllll{;
‘political uwpheaval.” .
ST told the President and
Bobby together,” recatled MMe-
Cong, “that if I were running
a bascball team and had only
ong pitcher, T wouldn’t fake
him out of the game.” ;
The November, 1583,
caught the United bmte.
pletely by surpr heo said.
Whi‘.’ the ploiters were move-
ing on the palace, he said,
then-Ambassador Henry Cebol

AV iﬂ 2

COU.L)
¢oN-

iga
182,

Lodge was visiting Diem. .
Adm. Ulysses ﬁ'r am, {than on

al:
Pad el
.

0L,

heen present,
carly lo go to the al

DcCone  said
Diem escaped {hr

Cholon and
waoon”
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By faﬂl., /nu,.‘sa‘

cesses of the Cenfral Intclll-
gence Ageney iz the story of
six  assassination  eftempts
against Cuba’s Fidel Castro.
F¥or 10 years, only & o7 & ¥
peaple Yave lnoan i ik
ble sccret. They have sworn

Jearned the deteily  fvom
sources whose credentials are
heyond question,

We gpoke to John LTeConsz,
who headed the CIA at the
time of the abt"sbinador at-
tefirpte, He scknowledged the
idea had breen dizeussad Inside
thie CIA -but insisted it had
been *rejected immedi-
ately.? e vigorously de
‘.hut the CIA had eve rp..rtlc*-
p;dfo jn any plot on Cestro’s

life., Asked whather the “’ci
tempts cotdd have boen mnde
witlt his knowledge, he 1b-

plizd: “Jt could not have hap-
penod.”

¢ We have complete conii-
dence, however, in our
Isources. '

The plotto k nonl" oif Cestro
begati as part of the Buy of
Pigs operation. The Intentwas

never to telk, Yet we havej,

to eliminate the Cuban gicta-

@
;’ “/1’/(3

P ’ {

“rtor before the maotley fuved-

ers landed on the island. Their
arrivel was expected to toush
off o general vorking, which
the Cemitaunist 1ailitia would
hzve had more trouble putt’7 u
down witheut the charisms
Cegivo {o Joad then

After the flrot  atfempt
faited, five 1move aesassination
teams voore sent to'Cube. The
last teamn reportedly made it
{0 & rooitop wilhin shooling
Gistanct of Castro Lefore they
were anpreheu tedd, This hap-
penad sround the last of ¥eb-
ruary or first of dlarch, 16583,

Ninz months later, Prezl
dent Kennedy weas gun ied
1l down in Dallas by Lee Harvey
Oswald, & fanztie who pre
vieusly had eglizted for Crs-
tro in New Orleans end had
clmads a mysteriouz tyip to (he

Cubzir  ¥mbassy In Alexico
City.

Amopg those privy fo the
CIA conspiracy, {here is stiil «

nageglngsuspiclon—unsup-
ported by the Vzn‘rw Cosn-
mission's {indings-—~that Cas-
tro bocame aware of the U.S
plot upon his life and soine-
how recrulted Osvald to retal-

ST

ol

.
I

N
@! e
| J\)\.-/l 9%

nedy.

ert NMaheu, a forimner ¥B

agent with ghadowy (ontuus,
who bed handled other under-
thz CIA
out of his Washington public
later
Vegus 1o head

cover essiznments for

relations - office. Ha
moved to a3
up billionaire Yowsrd Hughes’
Neveda operations.

Maheu
Q(‘Ui &

vuggedly

the Amecican and Cuban un-|of a natural if mysterious ail-
derworlds, to arrange the as-|ment. :
sassination. The dapper, hawk-|  Roselii  arranged with &
aced Rozelli, formerly mar-|{Cuban, rclated to one of Cas-
ried to inovie zctress Juile [tyo’s chefs, Lo plant the deadly
lmnif, waz @ power in the pellets in the dictator's food.

movie indusivy until his con-
eer Willie

viction with racke
Bioff in 2 million-Gollar Holly-
wood labor shakedown.,
trusted Williasg
Han
O'Coxm{.ll,
mur mission.' Using phum
names,

operatives,

up the sssassination teams.

The

seripl of

-

.
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i'o get up the Castio assassi-
nation, the CIA cnlisted Rolk

recruited John Ro-
“handsonie
U'mlblr a1 with eontacts In both

The
CiA sssigned two of its most

‘they eccompanied Ro-
selli on trips to Miami to line

full story reads like the
& James Rond movia,

to Cl/

e onla

complcte with secrel trysts at
and midnight powerboat
dashes to secret landing spots
on the Cuban coast. Orw, Ro-
selli’s
under him,

Tor the first try,' {he C,I.f&
furnished Roszelli with gpecial

poison capsules
Castro’s food. The poison was
supposed 1o teke three dzvs {o
act. By the lime Caustro diad,
his system would turcsw off ell
traces of {he poison, so he
would eppz

On March 13, ]Q’l, Roselli de-
livered ’che cap: les to his con-
tact at Mirmi BeaciUs glamor-
118 Fontameolc - Hotel
A couple of wecks Inter, Just
about the right thne for the

v aud James (Big Jii‘-}/ plot lo have been cavried out,
to the hush-hush 4

a report out of MHavana gaid
Castro was il ¥ut he
covered befere the Bay of Pigs
invasion on April 17, 1961,
Four more attempts
made on Castro's life,
© 1971, Bell-2MicClure s:vwh,e.u Ing.

were

glittering hiieral Roach Liotels

boat was shot out from

fo &lip into

ar {o be tha viethn

TE.




%o

.

i i S e e b e S

:-,‘ ;::", .'_: . .-: ,- !l; @;\(;]\j
GEOI FPFY MCI)ERMOTT

I\icn of Tn(c!h"ch&‘ by YH\\E,TII STRO\G
.. Cassell 50s
I worked closcly thh }’cnncth Strong in the
Anglo-Americar Ixﬂclll"cncc _ community
during the 1950s, and it was clear that he
and onc other man: were.our most profcs~
sional and duhcatud Tntelligence oflicers,
~yhis book refiects Strong’s character and
modus operandi: much common sense, a
constant prcou.up"mon with the proper func-
tioning of the Intelligence machine, insistence
on as objective and cool assessment of the
available inforniation as is humaaly possible.
. He had the singular distinction, for a limey,
‘both of being Eisenhower’s wartime Chief of
ntelligence and of being invited to join the
A/:uwly formed Central Intelligence Agency
as 2 senior member a few years later, which
-he declined. The
115 -3s a striking

photwraph opposite pupe
tcsumony there 1s the

..single British lamb ‘amongst all the lions of

the US Tatelligence Board, It is 'not surpris-
ing, though it will alarm some people, that
he advocates a CIA type organisation for
Rritain, e, and cerily enough Kim Philby,
-did~much 1o help CIA set itself up,

. Strong ‘defines with clarity what Intcliig-
ence is and is niot. It comprises ‘the collection
of information, its collation and cvaluation,
and the communication of the end-product to
‘the appro,un(c user at the right time'. It

cannot be expected.to foretell the timing of -

- actions by the other side when they have not
made up their own minds. He allocates one
short chapler to spies, and comments baldly:
‘T have always had doubts about the useful«
ness of secret services and sceret agents.?
So much.for J. Bond. He cstimates that per-
haps § per cent of an Intelligence agency's
information comes from agents’ reports,

some 30 per cent from those of service
‘attachés and diplomats, and most of the rest
from published material. Quantitatively of
course he is right. But personally T think he
underestimates the Jmporhmc of people like
Philby and Blake, whom he waves aside in
a’few words and who arc denied admittance
- to the index. The Soviet Government does
not award onc ofits highest decorations to
such pecople for no reason. Nor docs the
Yord Chief Justice of England make a habit
of judging that onc man has ‘rendered most

of Britain’s eflorts compxclcly uscless’, as ho
‘did of Dlake,

Strong’s first four Ch'lptcrs deal with varis

ous ]ntclh{,ence chicfs in Germany, France

. ~_4and Britain from 1914 to, 1945, and their.

+ varying influence on operations and policy,
A{rccurrcnt theme is the Intelligence officer’s
dilernma;

.
.

“for similar gagging.

hs should by rights take a hand in;

.
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policy so that he nny know for whal purpos’
scs he is supplying Intelligence; yet he must
scrupulously avoid, providing only suth Ina
teiligence as will p]cwsc the policy makers, of

_indeed fit in with ideas of his own. Under

Witler, for instance, the plans for Overlord
which Cicero had purloined in our embassy
n Ankara went for nothing because they
Jid not fit in-with some preconceived Intel«
Yigence views in Berlin, Strong plays down
ths CIA’s policy-making role; but in practico
it is very powerful and its head has a per«’
manent scat in the- president’s inner cabinet,
o the lict of its operations which he quotes,
such as the overthrow of hostile govern~
ments in Jran and Guatemala, T have littlo
doubt that we can now add Cambodia,

Cor myself the heart of the matter is In tho
Jast three chapters. Strong rightly emphasiscs
the point that the ‘Intelligence set-up in
Britdin could.only p‘oﬁt from less secrecy
over the wide arca’ of its activities whero”
secrecy is convenient but not essential, Those
quaint old instrumcnts the Official Seccrets
Acts ensure amongst other things that, while

* the rames of the senior members of the SIS
Care

known to our allics and potential
enernics, the great British public is kept in
igrnorance. The US have never scen the need
He is not altogether
exempt himsclf: neither the Sceret Intelli-
gence Service (MI6) nor the Security Services
(M15) are so much as mentioned; nor aro
the nurnes of any ol their chicfs, past or pre=
sent. On the other hand there is much about
the great men of the CIA, such as Allen
Dutles and Jolin McCone. While, Strong's
admirztion of the CIA is well justified, I
belicve he underrates the KGB. On the inva-
sion of Czechoslovakia, for instance, I do”
not agree that they miscalculated world re<
actions; the important point surcly was that
the US government had intimated that they
would let it pass, and so would their allics.

Strong ends with ali kinds of constructive
and stimulating suggestions. The chicf of
the centralised British TIntelligence. agency
which he proposes would have to ¢over poli-

J

“tics, economics, mlitary aflairs, science, tech-

nology et as a connected whole; he would
have personal access ta the prinic minister,
and say his say in policy making. In Britain’s

situation  commercial Intclligcnce. is of
importance, and the stafls of embassies

should be sirengthened in this area. Apart
from this he has lLittle to say about the con-
nection betwen diplomacy and Intelligence
e considers that computers will play ‘an
fncreasing part in storing and sifting informas
tion; the CIA already use them cktensively.
He reiers only glancingly to the developing
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for while Pritain can afford those lmgg,cd-_
olives in the dry marliais, the hundreds ol

tons of lnrdwwrc circling aloft arc be )ond

our capacily. .

“The style is rcadable tmwvhoui geners
nHy matter-of-fact “but with gparkics of a
nice dry wit. Let us hope fo: more of thc.
same, for if the author r, mc:cdnbly, 70"
years old, fie most ccnaml, i3 wlSqDAq'
ttrong, :

Iy

/
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Frank A, Capell is a professional intelli-
gence specialist of almost thirty years’
standing. He is Editor and Publisher of

. the fortnightly newsletter, The Herald Of

: Prcedon], has com‘rt.butcd to such Impor-| and also the 0SS had an agrecment wit]

.\ tant national magazines as The Review Of
+ The News, and is author of Robert F.

The

Kennedy — A Political Biography,
Untouchables, and other books of inter- .
est to Conservatives, Mr. Capell appears
Jrequently on radio and television, lectures
widely, and. never fears controversy.- Hc

olic layman, and father of seven sous.

12 THE Central Intelligence Agency was
established in 1947 after its wartiime
predecessor, the Office of Strategic Serv-
jces (0.8.8.), was exposed as thoroughly
infiltrated by the Commmunists. Let us
examine some of that 0.S.S. personnel.

In 1948, former Communist spy Fliza--
beth Bentley appeared as a witness before
the Bouse Committee on- Un-American
Activities: On Page 529 of the formal
report of those Hearings is the record of
Miss Bentley’s testimony about intelli-
gence she received from Comrades inside
0.5.8. while she was operatmo asa Sovut
councr

All types of information were
given, highly sccret information on
what the OSS was. doing, such as,
for example, that they were trying
to make secret negotiations with
governiments in the Balkan bloc in

" case the war ended, that they were
parachuting people into FHungary,”
that they were sending OSS people

cinto Turkey to operate in the
Balkmzs and so on. The fact that

General Donovan [head of 0.5.5.)

was interested in having an ex-

change between the NKVD [the

Soviet secret police] and the OSS.
: Thats right, 0.8.S. and the N K. V.D.
were working very close indecd.

When asked what kind of information
0S.S.
Halperin gave her to be forwarded to the
Sowet ‘Union, Miss Bentley teshﬁed

‘could sce State Department cables o

. espionage ring.
lives in New Jersey, is an active Cath- ! P

|
|

¥ovred o Re

! have served in the Communists’ Abrah

© 1937-1938.

“Well, in addition to al! the informatior
which OSS was getting on Latin Americd
he had access to the cables which the OS]
was getting in from its agents abroad
worldwide information of various soris

the State Department wheieby he als

vital issues.” . Halperin was Chief of th
+ 0.8.8. Latin American. Division at th
time when, as Miss Bentley has sworn, b
i was onc of her contacts in 2 Sovie

Carl Aldo Marzani was Ch1cf of th
Editorial Section of the 0.5.S. Marza
has been several times identified und¢
oath as a member of the Communi
Party. Using the most highly classific
information, he supervised the making
charts on technical reports for higher ech
lons of the Army, the Navy, the Joi
Chiefs of Staff, and the 0.8.S: Comra
Marzani made policy decisions and wa:
liaison officer between the Deputy Chy
of Staff of the Army and the Office d
the Undersecretary of War.

When questioned before a Congre
sional Committee, Irving Fajans of O. S ]
took the Fifth Amendmvnt rather thd
admit to his Communist Party memb
ship and long history of activities
behalf of the Soviets, Comrade Faja
was a key 0.8.8. operative despite 4
fact that he was known to have beer
member of the Communist Party and

Lincoln Brigade in Spain durmo the ye

Robert Talbott Miller 111 was anot}
contact of Soviet courier Elizabeth Be
ley. An 0.8.S. employee assignad'to 1
State Department, he was Assistant Ch

in the Division of Reszarch. On a trip
Moscow, Comrade Miller married a me
ber of the staff of the Moscow News.
Leonard E. Mins, 2 writer who b
worked for the International Union
tevolutionary Writers in Moscow a
written for New Masses, was alsé on |
staff of the top secret 0.S.S. Comre
Mins took the Fifth Amendment ratl

ship in the Communist Party, He refu:

to deny that he was.a Soviet agent ever
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IGMORING THE PATROMS——Lawr E Deutsch, loft, Mrs Judith Navia ond John A Mc
g ;_r““b D ot ‘Lg\hi*efnccc? at a Svlpr‘e’r bail ‘given by The Music Center Opera Assn,
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INTELLIGENCE IN
/ﬁCT[@j v By _D@n.a];d I{ECLRJChlal;.

Men of Intelligence: a Study.of the Roles and Decisions
of Chiefs of Intelligence from World War I to the
Present Day. By Major Gen. Sir Kenneth Strong.
Cassell.  50s.) [ " ' ‘
( 1 1) hat it | B

0 you still believe that it L G e T
DO 308 Spocaile o tum | e shars, [, 1o
Hitler’s troops out of the re- |,l AN : in 1967 of

. : Ty e P 9 |4 pessimistic view 1n 67 o

‘I’FCUP‘ed cl;ihmclgnd_ “11\ 1936 p the Vietcong's capacities.  Ger.

. 80 cnl. ir © Kennet Westmoreland on the spot re-
Strong's chapter on Yrench  jected this expert advice, was
Intelligence at that timg, surprised by the Tet oflensive
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